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(^) 
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nf^ 

^ gfife HftRn ^ mcH 1^ w %:- ^ ^ 

hiR|4> i ^ % (f^ 17^5 9ra 5n1%w% 7ft ^ ^ 
gft aifiRra^n tio 3i/i/i998 sri 3tf?w Tsrra ^ fft^rr «n 

^^t^rftrar, gftRjiT afr? tjr ^ th 3Bi ^ spr 

^ M 3n7n?fl ^ micihM ^ ^ 11 

^ (ft^fPR) smrn. 1995 TPn ^ ^ ^J!l 

7m-w 'R TPftm I ^ ^ ^ 29 

5nf?Wlft ^ 22.2.2090 3ft ailSl^^O 3^1998 

TfM^ MRRfeilM ft yiftffltn 3Rft m ai^ ^ «n ' ^ 

fiBzn % fft5 aiftfftn aiRP^ * #3i^ ft ^ 

fft3i3> 22.2.2000 3ft TiO 31/1/98-3^ SRT fftsij art^H^W 

qRu il t jt gft Tiftten 3Rft 33 fft43 3Rft 37 5nlft35lft ft #3T^ 

3 imm. 1995 aft7 #31^ ^ (^ ^3ft 3ft 353H, 33 37 3 ici-(|tft 
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(^) 


(^•) 


(^) 

(^) 


- --- __ - _ fpART I— 

^ 3^ ;hM ^ S ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3ira??ra53r ^ ^a, 

ura «l^ aefi/amiR qi, 

N 3lfif’g;g^ ♦*♦ f^ ^ # ft. ■ 

’t? iRga TTf aft 3j^ ft^ ^ ^ ^ 

2 ^' ^ ^ 5902^1 ^ 

^ ^ ^ fi^'^ ^ ^ 


r 



[;MFTI—TSFgll 




g;<i^ 5902.10.00 ^ af'i'ta e i 

n. twin 

A # Tro?WT^w M ^ aiTOimci TW nm it ^ 

cp^ nra, Mn iiftjnt ^ w <t ?ra>«tn 

tnn* ^?f?R it 3iif^ m ^rail nt ^ 

gjqifef gtg<{ airaifcRi ^ «*tH I 

Pppjt ^ aii^ ^ ald^d ?% ii*it't *1^ *tKi mu e I 


twR ntg nt i^ntiPi am ««w feq ^ 


(TP) 

*n$ ^ B *Bin t ft? ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ qt^ it 

tR9R tmn I ^ 2" ® ^ ^ ^ gPa f;^ 

*1^ t TW im ^'(tf^ ^ «?m-<«cw 

^ ^ OTTO ^ ^ «ft „a^rj 7«ft «rre^ I iuR l of r ^ *iiM*i 

i%q,f53 TjJ ^ ^ ^ ’ft 

f^fTRTTJ^r ^ ^5HOTT ^ OTTP?! ^ sfl^ ^ f I5r "=T 

HMI URcI it 840 f%<^ U^ ptw ^ TOt M^a nTTn 
it 840 TSR ci*n nra^uw I t _ _. ^ qi <iHit i j uPT Trajct afttra ^ 

€t tft qq5 % aitT: jnfilrapi^l ^it jRira> ^WR ^ tt^ trant 55 w s 

xf^ vjfl'^ ^RTT I , 

(W) tmwntgaftntiirafaTiSBwii^ 

tnf tnfSa 

^qpR t v^t ctnra ^ it 1^-litH « I ara- 2, .au^h a ^ « ftra 





(n) ifRR TiRT jngisBr,^ 

^ fstgg 2(g) it t ^ gg art^RT gw ^ git 

>S ZZ^Vjr 

8 I mf^ % 3m) gte t ^ 

.^^jifirgjrftjw >R gg^ % wwiig (f^ M * ggi grfeaga^ t,^ 

Wc^K gS) Jrt^ 3()^ Mg ijgj wwR 11 ^ S1 

' ’» 31^ ^ a ^ W 5Rt JrtJtWKlag f I g^ ga)g BR, 

,.Jit ^ 2 (g) a 3Rf a Iflgg gSrSfM 

^srefirr.- 


^°- ^ ^0 T?g 3fR ^ f^o mgi « 

^ ggi Sig^g) ^ tT^gSlTglfr' ^ ^ 

3rgwK (fMg. 2..0.0. a gg brt gg. a) g^' 
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r.vpTi"“^8p>g i] 


_ ^ XI - ’ — _ 

„ tm A cisn ^0 ^ ^ ipi ^ ^ t 

aM aJt^ gcH^ ^0 IH «R ^ ^ ^ 1999-2000 w 

^ %•- 


■nm 



,. ftaw wlM am OTW fe«?<^'- 
ftqfea^ am ^ 

(®) «€»^ i|^ it t I ^ 

,ft^ ^ 1986 

^ ^ iJScr 45T 3Ppra ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ !!!Z 

St^ if» 5 ^ ^ 

t I J .->co ^/2 3«>f 1680 ^/2 ^ ^ ^na3H 

6 ^ ^ 


1 . 


2 . 



^ 1 ^ 1 ^<il 3jt^ 3RI ^ a^ f ^tji j ^ e— Q^ >. 

5- ^ f^ ^5Jft?R IPR ijSf *•♦ %f I wrfta arro -A-r 

6 . ’TW JRR # UtR jpipf qg^ ^ ^ I 

% I^IKh 3 tjonf 2002 gfR JR^ ft>TJ f | ^ 

(^) 4o fiaflTHT <bTy<jt^vH, i slRo i 

1 - 4o grait^ ^ i?Dg ^ ^ wmr 1966 # ^ iji *it i looft * ^ ^ 

WfitcT ^IR ^ # Jla<W ^ aii^ qj^ ^ ^ 

p. « a™ ™ »,„**, ^ 

^ 4^ait ?[5t ^f^f^-3 4 ^ iif 11 

a(k q% ftfeqf ^ Ttrer Tatem? rr tWf ^ f^ -i,,^ . 

3^:7l^4,5, aike ^feniRnt l « ft35t 3 ?^ 

rSfs rr”''™''7 



BHf 


1 , 


(^) 

1 . 


2 . 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6 . 

7. 


,mn ^ *n I Jnf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

t OT « , 1 ? « " -« s 

■OTa 4 5VS wn iTS b» sn» wnfW 

Ww 4« I««-f bSJ i« ^ ^ ^ j, ^ 

^ ^ it geR^ra 3(k am ^ ?|p> ^ ^ 

^ ^W * ft 4 . »«. ■>»« 4 W ot 4 OTI 4> B. a« =* 

t 1 

■4 8n^ ^^ter, ^ rv ^ /^\ ■ «■ TO ^ xj!?) 

fT-*’-te W rlfaSwai » *» 4 « >J4J 

^ 4 TO Jto oH 

__, "r.' B#hr 'A' -ire it ft'u i fS ra fets ij^raw’T'B ^ ^ 6 1 

^ X; 3ik ^ 840/2, 

tl^. * «(4 4 W W?!* B^ 4 B, * ' 4^ 

^ », ^«” "? “'^*,Srr4 « TO <4. ftfl * »» 

^ TO ^ bH B* ,4 * 

™ S J -4 4WB 4 

cmisitf^’Rtl ft^Twmrai xif^Ri^rit^^t lf*ts^ 

Xing arafJt ^ 3ra ^ 2 g5t^ trf^ 8 

^ gjl Prata xwi ^ ^ ^ ^ 1^ xa^qran 

^ iit w !ft I ?a 5ra>R ^ arafiJ ^ ^ 

•cildril4 ^ ' 


8 . 



_THE gazette of INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


*artI—S^. I] 


^ 1^ ’rai t I aRT: ^ ^ ^ 

?f^ lf!lF^ arafir ^ iRqRT BTO ^ ^ i^ n^ ^ 

12. '*>«i-fl ^ ^arafer ^ ctw 1J9 ?if5> 3j^ gsB-ir? ?mi 3o l^iaw 

sm vmrT 

^ ^ 51^ ira gRi jnf^g^ ^ ^i roa^yu i afi^ 

^ nMt «ft I fSRita^ % arafir ap!ri 3 3rtc( 

^212 ^ ^ ^ ?rai Bi^ ^ 3ft^' 55^. 

^ ^ jrf?r jR^ ^ f^ ^ JY^ ^ I 

inJ^gra^T^ ^ ^ f5fqf^ ^ ^ 5I«ireft aPHTf Tif ™ 

S? ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ Jf^ 5 

' JL2I5 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ’rai ^ pfecft 
■ "52 2 ^ ^^ ^ 3ft^ 5ftir B«n ^ 

'j'Rii^v.i^ g>t ?rsn-ii^fgRi jrf?t ift jrr g5t i ' 4 ^ ri 


►ff** IH * 


I4f1l . 4 





-ayn 


■V* ■»> -> ■ —^ —— ' ' 

„ eS to'la* I ^ ^a, « * fiw *«« a™ 

g. ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

aJR ^ ^ * 

^ gcqi5^ 

,J^ ^ ^ ^ ^ «, I ^ ^ 1®^ 

^ g?iR^ ?(rTO ^ ^"*"^1* OTftH! ^ ^ ^ ^ . 

I5^ ^ 3itm^ ?nPra ^ ^ ^ 

# ^ ^ ^ ,R 1^ vsnt^tn I ^ we 

■*" *^»'s SJ ”'^ * ”" 

;a^ ;q;g^, ^ Jinn '<^ 

^f^cWKtl r. .... n T-, fVfrn ^ ^ ^ L 

2 .j» a # fSira * T*®" ”* '*i?» 

sr.^-"-Sr ” 

jnfiranlWi ^ 5^ ^ ^ 

g. aipmn^i ara 

2 ?irte«®R'«'®'^*'** 
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3 . 


Tj|g ipfl 

^/f^. 


Ufa ^ 
^/ctl® 



^ ftr A atg ’ic’T *** ^®" 

4 ^ irai'sracn ^ ^ ^ " 

♦** '^/f^>Tn. ^ ^ 

_ ^ ^ ^ MM awM^ wioiPw 

^ tnf^cCI^ aRl 3 M®* > _ ,—, Qm TH{ ftUR: 




^ TT KqldO --—--- 

:^9, » Ort, 2000 ^ , fl, «*. 

.rrrr^ ik '3^ ^ ^ ' Blcill^ 

.fnqpjfa: 'ire^ ^ ci^ ^ wsm cmt^« ^ 'owa siraRft 

SS. ^ ^ lW20^^ 11257 

^ # I ^ ^ ^ 5,a5R ^ ^ 86<7. ^ 

^ ^ ^ 2000-2001 ^ infiOB ift ^ ^ ^ 2000-01 

sy, *^ ««.««*rjry^« ^ * ?|» ^«i 

?i£ W.7 #.i7 * «,«* ft w« Tp. «w« 

^ •trt aPTJfra w I 
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3IWt SRgcT %IT f , ^ ^ «mR w 5^ 3^ 

2^ a»« * ^ 'S'^ 2 W B uto!? 

« s. ^ ^ 

<s^ « WSr. « ^ ^ 




^ 1999-2000 ^ #SH ^ A 3,^ „ 

^ §1? ^ for 3irara gjT 5.3% 9^ * , £Sl^ ^ ^ W ^fhi 

^ ^ 140 awtf Jri% 5f ^ ^ ^ aftTO 

- («) ^ ^ ^ ® ^ 


c^ ft^S ^ fir fwanifaw ftaa ^ 

W'7? * afjogsr oRoo ^r ^ ^ we # ^ 1^ 

^ ^fm cw om i3m?0T I ^ ^ ^ rwi3ft<jsv ojt 

^'^-^'5. ORR’ Trm TTcr 

^ ^'■Si'Siia w ara «Bn ■rai s I 3,^ 

^ Piw 3RR- ^ ojkot ^ ^ *2 ,^ ^ ^ ^ arariR 

Wnrwj. 13ft flocr goPfhrar ort jmrfte 



1] 
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ir"i I I ——— 7 _ -A ™ vm^ ^ 

gn JRftn ^ 1^ ^ 351^ « ^ ^ ^ !I!il 

t m^- «n?^ ^ '"^ 


(«) tspihn Ma «o ftio, ^"3^ 


♦tTITI -v. »— - 

,=^ it 3(^ 5Rga^ ^ 36 T® w 

^ it ^ ?i«; ^ it m? t ^ ^ ^ sntt^ ^ 

^ ^ ara?^ ®S!R % w PrqtcW ^ ’ft ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^^ ^ ^ ^ fit^’ft 




(j\f ^ 

_ , r. ... i a„n ^ ■g^ IITSIR H TS^ 

^ 31 ^ Prata aft’ra ^ ftyascR wiSt^ ® ^(i)^ ^ ^ 

PRrtaas, an’traa; ^ ^ ^ 

fjprtg ^ g’ra*! % 3^ ^ 1^ ;,^ ^ ga ^ ^ 

^ ■* »S IT™ ft«i2 «t; 

^ ftmt xsn ^ t V£f^ ^ WH xR ^ ’J?' ^ 

gn^ ^ <Rn PRita ^ ^ 

xiRcpePT ^ 


5. 




« Bte, (W *» e 9"^^^ 

5n1?mn« it ’J? ^ t^Tf^Tlt i to ^ ^ ^ ’^' ^ ^ 

■^ * ”rr ^ * 

g?im aft afit ^-n ^ ^ 



(^) «n^ 3^ J^f^vsT f^o cfc gi% 1=^ 

^23 4 5^ gra ^ ^3c^ ^1 

^11 a«II 16 ^ 20 ^ mefH A I ^ ^ ^ 6 

srra^TH ^ 

^ 5 if mm t I 23(3) f^ S T^ ^ 3iraw^ 5^ gi^ ^ 

^(3) ^ 3m% ^«n ^ ^ f ^ ^ ^80 ^^ 

2 »» r ^ w «> f* »« « »S 

::£^ - s ™^, 

^ ’TO ftp# jnftfgj^ Sl^ ^ S^aiTO’iT gcm?3j srj 

^ 5r^ TRn 15 ^ gsnroJS mL'!Zl^ S’^roprmf ^ prf^ 

L ’ll? anwiter 

^ ^ ^^^I’TO^WTOf 

fJ^W9?r3ra^(t^32^3 

W JR^ 35^ t. we ’w aim ^ ftr ^ «ITI ^ 5.1, isit 

'’^^'’’WRTTO gg^ ^ aRfff%a> «rf^ gS ^ I ^ em aRaiRr rnsa ^ 

j ”’»f7f'>IWaa I win*,®, 

>«*»-««» 1 5r«r, ?fS SL45,^'^5r" * 






15 


-^’1^ IJ •■ . -zr zzz- --- ^ ^ 


cf^ rra ts^ ^ xn?> ^ arm^ ^ 

afl^gqg®^^' v,:^ * ftfira 

A e-n Tinit I ^ ^ 

^ gi?^ ^ ^ 

^ fi^ ^ ii ^ ^ 

3pra aJcPT ^ firo MHn 

fsp^ ,pn %^ Pra^ra^ ^ 1^ 

f«, =» ("fi'^ ^ ™ «*.«*» ^ 

^ g55?>n 11^5 g^JR ^ ^ ^ g?t 1R55I 

^ Pf^ w etH ^ " 

* f?RraR% 

*^ * * «# « 



5 ,"*«»« sn, « *, « Xr«^t ! ^ 

2jWl ^ lfc« ^ ™ ™ 5 «^w # ah flw w » 11^ 

^ p ftSa^ »ifin,« *, ™ « ahTOT hi ajhta 

« « ,8 « wft,. s, »7^-S'«5« %h * 

8 3cflIH ^ arfitgjTft t=T>lra5 * ^jnftn:, ^ 

^:v^ ^ A^^trr-7 ^ ^ ^ ^ I 

^jrai wm I ^W7 ^ ^ J"*^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ 3? ,ft ,13^ 

^ frtSrSt ^ S?J?L"^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3f^ 35^ ?R ^ ^ 5raf^ JJJ,^ _^^3Rr traraBi^ ^ 

^zr ^ ^ ^ 

^SJT cRRDrCTgj ^ ^ ^ ,„2^_ 5mrf^«f^ 

5^ ^ HiH =?Me ^ g. I w T> ?ir iiH^ 

3ff7 3fT|J.e 35^ # I ^ 5^ fjp^ ' ^ ^ % 5 ^ 

^ «.. . .aha ^ JLT^/XT- « B « 


►«<♦ ... . 




f I 1 ] __ ^1 - ■- — ———— 

7n 3 ^ w jnmaiit ^ arj^ 11^ ^ 

12 3Rt^%«nncft^afi>’’^ it 

2"' 

ift S^Plcra^9787 

jTj ^»s »i*^«'"»*«" ft"«' ^ 

^ uftomit IR ^ ^ ^i, «n^ ^ «I«l^ 

ftfin irai «n 1 mR-m^-hw, ^ ^ fsps^ ?t5 Pojagt 

TtPi^ g>t <R^ ^ ^ 11 

w. 3iR*n ^ ^ 

^.1 1 

gRi TH€l#q^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3cnrt 11 

,2 .». 9««»«<rt ■« »^ " •»5’*1^/^ 

7^1 nRf^jfJt ^ it ^ ft> ^ ^ ’’TRcTt A ^ ^ ^ •4ll>«a 

p^5R cm Ml'^Wd ^6 ^ r ^ TTmnft I 7TtT MIH^ H ^wraTcT ^ 

*• '2'i’^^s?^t.t rill«■« «-«* 

r?^ ?95* w * I w=rt* 9« ^ 


833 Gl/2003—3 
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®-3 10 ^ 14 ?R> ^ ^ art^rj, ara^ ^ .d^ «_ . „ 

^ 3cTI^ f 3SIT ?nsf ^ ^ 51^ tf ift SH.a'in^.^ 3^ ^ 

^ 3fraraf ^ % 3m ^ ^ iS 5? ^ 

^ ^ fM t, 5';3^ ^ ^ 

t 3 H W f#dr^ gRT qr 3 j^SS^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 1 ^ 11 

^^ 11 art^Pi ’’1^ ^ 3m ^ ga ^ 

^ ^ 15 ^, 

W Hf^ §Rr ?m 3Rr nftjmaiTSSifliylS^^^ ^ ^ arts gft i %g 

ftgjmt t: ^ % 6 <f JiMhr #% 

#C# f m <fmt^ ^ spjj^ ^ ^^TfnfrS ajraj/^ JT^ ^• 
?fw mm =7^ t / Twrnm m ^ 

^ ^ S?TPT # Kl? ^ Tmra rmf ^ 

^*1* * ”*'« -^ SS" S^- 

^ *112? - 

'>^3fwr% t I «r1^ ^ Hgg m wiXr^ ^ ’"^ ^ «rf?t ^ 

^ «rm uf^ it gj^ ^ ^ 


t <1^ ^.9, ^-10. ^-14 5wn mi5 5R[ ^ l45Jn ^ iqsi ? I 

ti urn ^ t ft? 3iraR qq 3n?n ^ «nrai ffe ^ ^ 

,4,«,«.« li? *4*^ 

ffe fijqt qmnq q^ aj^qi ^ ^ 'jtMiq4>i w «nrai ^ <»>«"'' •> ■’> 

<>qi 26 if m ^ ^ ^ ^^' 

a, ihr4!4«l»nw«wft'>P^>5’™_t f'■"J^ 

q?tq# qft ^ if ^ ^ I^RI 45^ ^ 

0.10 iP-e<lqrif gaq-tra 

HTiSf£fFsS 5 r.-J 

qt^fe Iftite IRI ^ qft ^ • 

011 32 % 34 ^ M if afit cl«a 16RTO ^ 

,«, ^ Hirai# a9rt 5* >■«. »!« S? 

0qaft0 am ^ qRaft^ af^ ^wi <i..x».i^a; qrtu ^ wn ^ 

art^jfjRj g?qR^ ^ ^ > 


nMqn »fei ^0 (q^ ^ ’^) ^ .gjjglj^ 


»i. 

OTH w OT* ft4® 49 ni 4r4M 44 m B« 11 »4I « 2>#1 w.« 

f5t^JT^ 23 ^ ^ ^ 




tWT 
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>" «* »S rtiWI sn, * VS5lf ,12.*" fS^T" ** 

ft^ <»w ^ a P ^ „ a ^ ^ 

^Wifti«Ra w t?25 niK 22" * 

^ ^ ^ ^ I ftqjf 23 ^ 3j^ ftraaft 1* ^ ' fHfcHf, # 

TO a #««,rtt„5,,,^^’^ JJl*'***»w 3ift iiftmiiwi 

* ^ a ft, rtH 2,2 If I S'*’r'"" 

t <WI fiSit 1 ^ 50 ^ 3 > 3 ®^ vi w arrant 

ft toS’ 2^22^” af ftv ft«ft„ * 

^ jraitamrSaiasteXi^^/i^’* W IM!,« I ft 

^’irar # qqjiq 1^ ^ I s<»>lafl ^Tifi 3I^«iy di5qn ^ aiRUcff 

^ ^ Sf I ^ am ^ Jmm 

^'’TMhr Jif?t gjT n?i>^ ft % afra^Jrasn ^ ft | 

W # W ^ ^ qs an^ ,rfr ™ .ZI ^ ^ ^ I q? ^ 
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1 ] 


_ 1 1 "II NM .. . 

_ j^Tiftrfr Tr jif TT' 'ast ^GfRT 1 ^ ^ 

antPFft?! Jifti^^ 

^ ^ antiRtR ' 0000 it ♦** ^ Jifit fti.w ife ^ ’WH 

TR ^ 2000-2001 it ^ ^ Jhm iH ^t If'P ^ 

40» « 2(» >R to to » 1 “^tr* ftiT # art to * to* « 
tf * * to *% # to to * to* ^ 

jnim fi5^r «iPtT l Ptl^g H»’=t‘»’''<'^^ aira^zraj % l ^ innt^ 5^ 

^15n1«ra5i«^^^ 

* ffTt I^.S'S^ to, to* « to * to (*to 

_ n _rN *-^ jjiiylv T it 'fR5TT ^ *11*1^ « ^ 

jtiUtmi^ SRI ^ ^ ^ ^ 

. X „• M «t5 ■*iJT7 3fR StTStcil 3nS?SS>ST S>t 

7T.7 ^ 9 ii ^ ^ ^ -m % ^ 5ra;R ^ 

tlS!t 10 it S5 -TOirasi gnrai ^ it ^ 

^ g«ii ^ t I ^ ^ f?!Pt% ^ ^ 

y.toto, rt to *j« * I to to to to 

w sacnt tjg ^ sR=n straws; % ft; ^ 

^-xt«ftra f5f=m ss ^ ^ gcsras sfR ?iP> # ^ ' 

S.9 16 % 22 tra; ^ ^ , V -anuiyr^ it snft ^ aiwR s? ^^fftat ^ 

gtj? % #raics; s5t ^ ^ ^7 ^ ^ ^ ft^ ^ 
3^ ^ si^ it sctrai w t I ^ ^ g^g, srftt t ft; ^ ^ # 

;(PRn ssftsi# ^ M I V ^ ^ straws ^ Jf^Rra ^ i 

^ stwR tn gsM ™ « wft ^ Set ^ Jnftsn^ m 

» tsrft^^ 
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-SggAgn gOFlNDU:E yreAnpniMAp.>^ 

V _ 


-—-- *^»-* *vrtvyiVUJJNAKY ^ 

^ 3lk VT ^ afe JUf^R ^ mnftT^nft A X, 5 - ^ ^ ^ 

c^ ^ SRjjj) ^ I ^ ^ *l4qi($<(f ^ ift^ fSjfIjf 

rt »« « t ^ ^ 1^ 

(^) ^'ft ^ ^ €t ^ ts^ €m. 

'■ ?^’^S’i's;jiS'^” 2 "*'"™ 

«r rtSro l?®'^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ airaRff ^ Hrai 

“• 'fl*ft§frEj)’i 3iRf^ ^ ^ j -A ^ f 

^mn^ir 3r^ ^ ^ 4h4 ^ ^ t 


840^ 

1260^ 

1680^ 


8.62% 

11.80% 

16.54% 


« "« a ^ ^ wTTftl^^*'!: 2“ *<« a«», I « 

gc3; cTTij =1^' t I ^ t #? 31^ ^ 
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[MFTl—U 


^ 3iPncf ft>c(rt^ ^ 

^ ^BB#I ^ ^ ^ g?t 1 ^ ^ a»wa ^ 

^ A fisro tnfra uprar ^ ^ ' 

t;;, €( # xiqs ^ 1j5tJI^ f 3fk 

^ ^ ^airara 15^^^ fiRn % aRW^pr® 

”*’*'' ^ 

^ ^ ,.™ 7 ft Att gStJicfi aitR 2% ^ 3*®^ 


(it) % «nt tnf^ 


2 . 

3. 

4. 

5. 


5n,lR5^ sra wftm aim? 

5PrlW (a) ii Trt^ ^ xjn ^ 

Ira 7n m ^*nf^ 'S xjefm^ SRi x?^; x,^t ^ xs^oimra 

^5^ *n ^ ^ . rUl ft:, .Wt aR^ Xj?t xqPRPra ^ 

aril ,<»! I 

tRjft sort ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ % I _^ 

SS^SiSl'^-* * 

^Sii?.^rt'3i?tra »I*” ^ ♦ ' 



' - - ^ c 

S15 ^ 

^^^awfMicT?g?irti Hi^ 

n.T^ S^i.'; r ^ « 

w *«I «wSi« ^ 

w raifl^ 5^5^* gjf I «l WKJRRIT CCT ^ :;f 


(«) 


^enter ^ firo a,5^ 

9 ^ (s) ^fsjj 23 ^ 3H^rr7 ?nft«T tkt ,i_ , ta _ v 

^ ’imcrf tr^ 3 , 5 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ | i’TL!^'*" ^ 

37-40/2000-tj^ 6/11/2000 SRT ai^f^ ^ I ^ % 3r<r% antef «o 

^ cTPi =1^ l^ ;;fr ^ ^ ^ ^ <R iiie=rM 

^ ^ ^5 ^ 1 ^ 

^JR^arwJ^tf^anqrf^^ ' SRt ^Sol'* ^ ^ 

f^ZZoo Z^^T^rZZ-Z ^ ^ ^ 

^ inepM go® spn^n an 

3»^ ^ Piep Plf^ ^ ^ 3tlW IR 

%l ^ ^ 2% g arfite ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ f?nf 2.6. 3.3. 3.4, 3.5 * 

^ 3R^)®r? TRi ^ 3 ,^ ftj® «mii 11 

gw tj® Pft p^ cnr^!^ ^ 

^ Wft PR^ ^ ^ 3^ 5.32 ^ jrtir 

%iir. «n I '«CTW go® ^ ^ 1 77 ^ 


I *^ * 

X. OT flft ® ^» >»^ *■ ^ 

'art * ^ * »=»« * ««»» 

R^.jW^— -r„,^^ * | anTO»TO ~ _□ I 

^ -—- * ;-«s'" I m 118/t ^. . 

J999-2000---^5—■ ■"'" il gi88/i'^. .^t ^ 

’**■““ 1'ffiT^OTh»fv*“** °?^ fS«'■ 

gftna w^RR5 11 ^ 

_t 4, ^ ft ft; 3 5013’RHft ^ ^ ^ 

5. t!IS 5^^ S)Sl it 159!? ^ 

^ 1999-20W ^ is ^ ^ 

ftH ^^ 5Rlfra ^ ^ f?CT fli ft! « ^»t< 

x;^ ^ 3rt^ ^ 2 Jj ^ ^ tm ^FST 53n5?>n ^ 

^ 3rt^ ^ -m m 2000-2001 ^ ^ 18,25^ J 

1999-2000 ^ ^ 98^ “l®;^ ^HoPlt if # ^ # 88^ ^ '9^ ^ ^ 

m, W8J953nt SRI JR^ ^1^11 267 i!*f ^ 8ft^ 2000-01 ^ ^ 

* n*^ 

PS=--Ti999^200aT200^IIIIi$I^ 

Niiftq f^ ’Tq 3iraR?t iR 

MiS5^—jxia rzESIlfe^^ 

6, ^ w -Bar* > fe Jl f^tTaW aa* 


HR?! <i<nM5< : gT^TWTC^T 


I 

i 


% 

I 86.9% 


11 >% 


833 Gi/2003-4 , 


8. 


10. 



^ ^ ^ t I ' ' -- ^ ^ 

'Jc^<3 ^ ^ t 3 it^ jf 3m# ^nftsF vn#iT ^ 

* ^ amr 3PRDm»ra5 ^ ^ ^ ^ 

i P"'^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^I gq>iq7tit ^ 3(tj# ^OT ^'?nfir^ 

?**’*»». «#»te^R»nw», 

Pf ^ g?t »irai gn ^[ciRti ^ iRii 11 

3n^ it^ ^ cJ^ ggtTi ^ qra pr t, 35t ilf TO 24 iTf TTO 

STo J?'Si ^ W ^ 200?? 

ftg^ 1 0 ^ 5 qnpft gra ^ Tnr ;b^ ;;qrfi,g ai^ it ^ »• I 

!f!I^ ^ ^ ^^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3raSS 

% 315<nf?ra> w % ^ g^ q-, ^ ^ ^ 

^ V'i'HS'M^ t grwRgi afir g5t gyift ^ ^rdt gf ft 

g, gis;^ ^ ^rnm TTO m I af?r ^ f?i^ 
mfit^inf^ angr# ^ araig, gg ;trtt ^ gc^ ^ 

^ 1 # «rf?r ^ tnfea 3TOffr ^ g# wisir giFiT ^ t 

III 5fR4*aco( gRT jRg^r 

S^'S^pS*" ^ * "3^ « ««*• "« >N*™f 

?n^P ^mgfM B5t ctm gg 27% 11 g? g?ilg spS^ gf 

^ ^ ^ inff^ ^ t # fcr gj^ wgfM g?t ongw gg 24 

3. 3fRJM ^ ^ t f%;- 

^) ^ ^ t I 


^ PPrtcf <i^ ^ 

atwiiTOcti I ^ __ - J. _ • ^■, 

11^ zraPl ii?®’3tR ^3?iR ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

aiilt^ ^ ^ 3P(W^ t (PR ^ in ^ vil^to ggRTt^ 

IR^ ftPlHfaw ft SRI ^ R##ri> S>I S|5I # ^ 6 ara: sw 

ajRTRT W^ ^ 3IIcl?ej<*rdT t I 


5 t?W» 534 SRI 5R?a R €l ^ ^ ^ 3Rra afK 

im jrasl^ 3it^ ^ 3fcRS5i ^3^ -m^ ^Myf t i 
?t^ fi5 3irai<I ’I15tnj TIBcSS^ ^ l(t 86.5% cRI ^ 6 ' 

jlvjil'iilvM i l'j'^y ' i i 5RI 'fi't’Pi^ atrsi^ ^ ■*!? Hicfj;H t giwra* anro 
aKa cCT 4 t I ji*iRw/hW art^ ^ ^ aPi^ s?r aiH *r ^ 1^ ^ 

^gai t aft^ ^ WT t. 5RI Ji*w(^6 3rt^ s>r aiPw artas^ « w ^ 

, fcrm^ I 


6, 

7. 


^ aiRm cUf^Ri anRiTcft ^ ^ ft^iRwl ^ 

airara ftaRofi ^ aicni w «iHi’3ifl'? I _ _ j. 

^ aflRn % ftPiPfet R ^ ^ ^ ^(^'1 '"*'• ^ • 2RR ^RPR 

arilrajiftRJ iiR^iP® JiftR ^ ftPlP^ct a5t aiiwai ^ 

1 rir ^ af^ aft^TR>a^ 51^ ^ R ^ ^ 

gariR m 70:30 ^ ai^R \ ^ g 

afiOT ^ atcrfa ftPr>itaiaft ^ srr issim ^ 

# i?i5 ^ airara ^Pl ^ an^ aft wn ^ sRfraRPi ?nPra 

w^TT ^anfl^ I 


8 . 


9. 


10 , 


^ ^cqT5f ^ ^ 38% ^ ^ 

,n^ SRR ^ ^eo^aiPw^^^nm 1.000 

Hca ^ ^ ^ pRrta ^^ ^® ' 

^ ^ tp^ 1999 ft I?’?«'?i5 ant SRI ^ itj^'ra^ 

m I aanfft. ^ ^ 15^ 1?^^ ^Fll^ 

taft ft^ft?iftR€tftti?^S5i HWI20% I3?nsn SRSit % afpi 70^ artftm 

^ ^ansa ^firi?'jat3iRi?nifcto^aira ftfttiftra t l lar f^iPt aft ^ *i 

^ 1 .J arfftaaft ^ ^ ^ ^ 'i^ ^ 

ft agwa tis ftft ftnPrai aft 70 % ^?nsa t r el w ftn 

^ 3rraTcf % vr-Hif^d ^ ft ^ I 

aa tl ftl ft g?nsaft fttsmaiftftllfe^t^atRftn - <aam 

500 R ft/ais ft asaR 1000 ftift/ai? ft artfta? 

cPm 100-150 uaft/am aft ife P»^ ^ 5 - 10 % aft ^ ? I 
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^ ^ ^ ftfMcfi f^ ^ ^ ^ 3n^ 

AM ^ ^ ^ ^ aror 3 jk WIRPT ^fPT ^ ^ ^ ^ irafe 
^ dt ^ f^T ^ wcTT t % ^ 3 cqT^ gjT 3?!?% ^rzhr-^ ^ 
^Jcqr^ ^ tp™ ^ 3 lf^^ 

11 mR ^ 3 rM (w 3 TR w f^o) Tjg> ^ gMt ^ in^ if 
^ ^ TT^ikT omm ^ ^ t {^ TR to 5 tM cFirar 'm % 
^■^^ 3 TRT?P 3 i;pTd^Tfq| 3 ^ 3 rrcROT>?rr ^ ^ ^ f^lfcf # #dT 

^ ^ ^ HTTI# ^ IgRR ^ ^ amim ^ 13R=TT 

I, 


12. 3{RrRT ^e<}> ^ 40% ^ 4>4] 25% W( \j|T^ '% 200(H)1 ^ 

^ d ^ ^ ^ cfTO 1999-2000 ^ ^ «ft ^ 177 

^/f^. ^ 187 ^/f%uT. «ft 1 fwr ^leR ^ 

^ srr ^ VftHRJe 4 > ^ ^ ^ TT ^Ofd 4 f 5 tTRT ^ 3lfim> 

^ t I ^ ^ ^ Tm^ t % 3rRrrt?tcr ^ tig^ ernra 4 |flr 

^ 3r5^ ^ ^ ^ XJtfj ^ if 1999-2000 # 185 ‘W/feHT. ^ 

2000-01 ^r 195 ^/fejT. ^ eft | 

t3. WRnRT cfk ^ ^ uTR 3T3rftf ^ 3rdvl^^ ^ftnrfi # '^Jift ^ 

^mR iR virmr t i ?i«nft, ^ Ht ^ ^r 

^ ^ t I 1999-2000 ^ ^ ^ ^ W ^ 3ftW 3 RT ^ - ^^ 

2.72 aTFTft^ ^r^/f^. eft 3ik ^ 2000-01 ^ gftjRr 3.10 

vsiefx:/f^«l. ^ T[^ f^RT^r 14% ^ ^[flp | 



IV Jicbcj^ f^gran ^ 

(cp) 

1. 3 T 5 ^* 1 -WrRI ?JcEa^ 

BH f^f^if^ jrrf^l^Tft ^ ^ f % itrct ^ ^ arra i Rld xpr ^ 

^ W ^ ' 3 cqT^ 1?^ ^ ^ Tjq? TO^f^l '41 ^ MTOIdl % 3l«if ^ 

t I 


2. 3T^tEr II- iHcFT cpT 3^7 HHfj^ 

% OTfto, cRtftaf 

i) ^ 3 Rf& ^ #?H fMm ^ gft 1260 ^/2(ft), 1260 #/3 (ft), 1680 
^/2(ft) 3fr? 1680 ^/2 (f^^) ^ ft^ici fftjar ^ I ?feafft ^i^tr ft 
^ 1260 ^/2(f%^ 3fr? 1890 ^/2 (f%i^ ^ ^"%ft ^ t I 

ii) OTift, ^ fftwfftftr 4 ft ^ ft ifiRtoft ft f ft^kct) gRT grm 

^ WTRT ^ 4ft ^rfrTd ^ ft 3R^t45R %4T t 3jk ‘^TRcT 4ft fft^ftftfT Wift 

M*ft ft ^ ij^ n fichfeld f% 4 T t I 

ftO «fT^ dRcTH 


*-<'»« (HI 


29 


itt) 


iii) 


jK V >(R ire’*')'« ^ ***”*'"* **^ *^ *** ^ 

^ ^ m i ^2; ^QoItT <D'i (^<11 % I <1*llf^, 

fitted^fraRiW^ae 
* ^ ^ ^ tnt ^ ’3?r^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ tTLiS 

cR I aaift 3« ^ ^ arawF^i ^ ^ * 

-r-re =a% ^ ;jt Tjog^r gpi^ ^ aan ^ ^ aiq<q<T>^i ^ ^ 

SLlr^.L. as M »««’rtfe .ft? "iraR * 

ST* ea. ft*., ft afta- ^ 

ftro 3T<K ^ a>c?l(?i^ ^ % I _ ^ ^ 

h, 5«<l*«*'ft.»T«‘*'*"*®®*”'” 

^ft^ s^wLft ft s«ift. 

afta.; aft JftW y IPftftft *rt * 

f ™ « ?S14. -™a * -ft ft. *ft a^ ?! 

arjq^ 1* wi ftftoft ^ am ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

w - ^aTt*- 

If "S ^ ^ ^ z 

%? rn»^lfeR=M ^ 6.y«^ ife rra ^ Hgal ^ aFFBR 

. njs jwrii A ii* ^ tram an? ftfJ '?^ aramim iwra aiw^ 

Tft^S^airft^-ftft « areft W, .ft^ft ? . ft-ft 

r^ Ift ftftiftre . ft reftftre ftna » * rt 

™ -n«i » I mi a^ ftiRRiftc » 1 

amar^s ' 

^nfttsi ften arem aft^^aRn? ^ mtixi'c 5 « aib 


( 2 ) 


(a) 



(5) 


( 6 ) 


s ^ sr-f^ 115 ^ 

ff ^^1 M 3ik 'HiHixi ^ ^ f^iqhpir 

^ TORnr^^ ytrai t ?it *l'«ain 5 R TR fMff c|^ % ^ I 

w t ^ ^ jjRBir to>t ^ jiRi ^ 3(k ^jRQpn gR iR 

^ ^ ftqkor % ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I ^ ^ 

5Wt c(5t 53115H^ t ^ 501^ 5^ 'BRia fta^ grata ^ft araa-araa 
jre«r«f fett 5f(t^ ^ am ari^ia a5t ^ ^ ^ ^ if aiff^ ^ , 

ama ^ ^ amana aRa ^ am-am ^r ^ auR % gaiarai va 5 jgt ti 
^ aaa ir ^ a^cRa 3lk ife ^ gRT 5^-^ ^ 
^ PlHfelfed ^3^ ^RcT ^ %: 


3<a^5; 2 (io)(a?)-(a.) ij aaoim aaiatvaat an ^ anw ai^ M t aft? ama 
53ita ^ afRfra ^ 3f^ ^ anaR a? 3t%na aa t ftRft 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ f?ia aaRtfvR att ai^afcT faf^ aff ^ amptt % ^ ^ g^t 

TaaRi#T fM ^ am #Er a^ a^ aasti anar t.. 


.^ ^ ^ a# t aat% aa^ ^ aiai vaai 11 aa 

aa ift ^ f aiai amrar ;5f^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

ftaRi^ aana 5ft 5tm aato ^ ^ aca« if ^ ^ ^ 

^ 1aaaa aRgga efTactf(fM ^), ^ ?iaa,(fla?t ^ afk aiJ^rm smR; fta 
^ ai^, 4f%a a?fta an crracff, aafe^ airai^f aana ^ 

w^srM ^ ftaaa ^ f$n? aaf^ta? yg^, aiaiR n ^atn ^ ftn? iiyi i aP l a> aiaat 
f^ ^ aaaMt agraai ^ afff^ ^ ftnj aafitaj a^gRqg ^ aa aiaan 
ftan aanafn^ str tjd® aa,^^ afk ara afk ?r^ ^ 

^ ift ^Hl^^lvJ|^1 ^ f^ ITHJ7 f I 


^ ^ ^ ^ t f% ^ ^ ^ ^ ^iPTcr -mi w 
^<T’cii 6 3 rk v 5 -i<^ fefi^ <T ><^??1 ^ sryrf^ ^ ^ I 

^WW 3iR|? 

i) 5 taifn 5 a^ fnaaa ^ 47-48 ^ ferr aar t aapft it ^a atm tr aana 

ftaa aicR ^ ftnj aaialv^a aa arar t f% ^an aifitaaa itoo ^ ^ fMa aiaiR 
1 ^ 31 ^i^J 260 5 mT i 890 ^ a^t ataiR n ^ t i a? ^ aaiar aar t f% 

tpRR ^ 3rt|^ ^ jjf^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ J ^eijqi, ^ \iQ^is f%^I^ Trzrr ozjRr vSh^r cfPRT. 

^laa arrf^jRfta a^ ^ ftR f l am: aanaaanra 1260 ^ amar 1890 # an aaRi 
n 1680 ^Ra-f ^ RRitui n crtt araift ^ aM jf ^t f?R ^ aifli? i a? f^Rai 
^aira an iitf?ra> Maaiaff ^ aim a^ 5 ft ^ aamr 11 

ii) aana an atf^tai Maaiait an fSRar ^ ^ ^ aiat a;^ ^ p t atda? 

an aiaa jr^ a^ar aiftij afk aaan a^ arai aai -ttaif^ii i aatft, fnat?w 2 




^ ^ ^ ^ .. • — " .A, o ^ 

^ ^ TRgi^ ^ ft9P>i ^ ^ 5Rf^ 

3PPit!t ^ ^ ^ t 1 W- JrasR ^ '3'^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

miiM g>np 3fR ^ lf^ ^ ^ ^ 1 

iv) 

1 

A^ cfT^cTR 

^ ftiiT# ^1 

ii) 31^-11: «fct ^ -^KUUc^ W ^ 

<fe ain<R%: _ ^ ^ .a ^ 

i) jnfSmnt % air^mfi ^ 3>rara ^ ^ 

3Tt^j% ^1 ^ xp. ^ 

u) ^NWtsntJ^ ^ ^ ^ /li 

^ 5ra^ tM ir ^ ^ ^ ^^ 

T^ft^ g5t inf^ aflTO anw 35tiict gill ^ ^ 11 

ST* I irfiro* il w «i><<« 

5R55f Tftoi #eft ^ 3itg5% R!j<i'M-il4 g?ff g® f I 

^ ^ antn^ ^ ^ 3rtg5% ?nfira 

^«n ^ ^ ^ ^ ' 
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(2) ^ ^ ipft sft 1 ^ ^ 2000 ^ 5n^ ^ ^ TTf ^lllf i ^ 

^ ^ ^ ft aft I ^ ^ 3R ^ffJTTO ^ ^ t I ^ai ^ ^ 
^ ^ 11 

(3) ^OT l^Bira >irar it 5 afttcj 

ft ft 4 gwT ^ arjftg ^ anw ^ Tpft t | 4 ir4 ^ ^ 

^JPTRgft ^ ’TT?crfttpiafttt?i5^5cr ^cqi^ ^ 7S% 9^ m l 

ftra^T '3cviq<»)-ft'tift ft-gft fcTO ^ vjrtiqi ^ ^ 25% 

^1 

(4) ^ ^ ^ il(ft<*>|(*)Ti^ SIT ?TSnft ^ 

feTTI cr><^ 41<?n ^ TTcfic^t VllPld ^ pTT I tfsuft, \3 ^ | <^c^ 

f^rjPT 2(^) ^ ^ ^ I 

(5) 4 vi^iqc^i ^ " 3TfeJ^ ^ ^ Tjof^ ^ ^ t ;3ik 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t I ^ ^ II^ ^sitTT,^ 1?^) 

3ik ■'^'ycicfj ^ ^ ^ ^ ^TTf^)^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 11 

(6) ^RT^ Qim^^ Man ^ f^ 23 ^ sirter M t l f^ 23 ^ ^ ^ 

4?61 ^'^1 ^TTcT ^Vl ’4^ Tllfjk' ufl ^ ^ift^ SIT I 

M«IT ^ ^ fMt ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ X5T^ ^ 

f^ 23(3) ^ f^ 5 WU^ ^ ^ ttztt t I f^ 23 

tt«t^ ^ ^ 3{f^r^ ycjHci7>'di t % ^ Priced jnfef)!^ ^ 

^ ^5TW^T ^ WillFcrd ^dT^ ^ ^JrT^ JT^ \ 

(7) 5nte?l^ ^ 3T? ^ 7T^ eTWT ^tM HlPt^ ^ ^clilchxiM 

^ JT^ 3TTWi ^ 3TTWT^ W TJ^ ^ ift ^ ^ f^ ^5^ 

^ W ^ ^ ^<^fq-fcj>| 50% ^ 3TfW ^ ^ I 

(8) mPr^ ^ ^ g5T^ ^fSITf?tcT ^T^ ^ t I ^ 

^ 3r5pTcT ^ I ^ '<iq[t|d i^4c|(^I uTTg ^ ST^JcT^ t" 1 


^T^ ^SJPt ^ IT^ 3TT# xft ^ ^ ^ ^ ^<si(g t d ^tIWT ^T^ 

^^iTT^ rnfltr 2TT I 

(^) XJ^TfR^: 

1. ^ ^ WTT^ ^TFT ^ ^ ^T^ ^ pRrtd ^ PtTI 

^l^tcl c[Tf^ 3fk ^ ^ ^ Trip f^ ^ jj^ ^ ^ 

^ #T ^ ^ ^ t I ^3^^ zr^ ^ ^ ^ TPT a ^ 

W ^ t n 3^ ^ ^OTT ^ t I vjgpT 




[ITPTI— 




33 


2 . 


3. 


(«) 

1 . 


2 . 


3. 


4. 




• V j. A, 

^ xITShM 1^ OTrt ^ ^^^61 

an. M t aPHi ^ ^ 

^ ftptffia tpiiiftw awa * 1 f#. »®R ^ 

1^ ?IW tR ^ fl! ^ »fl»w ^^ 

Xinm ^ wqf^ Jrf^ ^ 

11?^ ^ it gtm if^ W«a (3ifiw .. , 

SH arnt ^ ^ ^ ft: ^ ^ ^ , 

^ Tim^ ^ tzirr it ^ m titwrtWt ^ * «w ’rft ' 

^ TR« fSP 25% % 70% 

gjt in^ iq jnft?ra;'IW 'W 'tt®^ f®* 

^ ^ crater ^ 5Jt itgt ^ 

t?fi asgsfm3ifiatraifiragjqt^iR’ti®=t^ 

^ 5nnq ^ tn®^ ^ it afe ^ ®5t ftwnRa m # i 

mtH’i l ^ q>r^ ^ atcrtf 5<t®5t qRWWtf *tjf ’’rft ^ • 

it wnwift mf * 21^3 r«^ 

w t f% ^ ^ ’»*wa ^ * t s# jranq w ^ 

^^qgtt l«nt^t3n?tt#4^i»<*WM*«t<^^ ^aftxra 

SZft aftST it q# t (w= ^ 1ft 

^t * an^ W it fit^ 11% fiWi^ 

^T(tfta5^fiR#att^sft 1 atf^ ^ tHum 1R3 ^ ^ 

^RD( fl<sqa:a^Stq>s qqanrai Tim «n I _ •■ n n ij irj jj 

€«qR ft: 5^ ®ra ^ if^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

insH ^ * 

i^RiiRn mfet m»«t^ <nt®pt ^ ^ 

ira Tam it TiT* ^ t^ ^''^*^1!^ 

3t a? ^ t Tttfim ^ «ft I mPi^ it 3 

aif?m a^tm ^ Tam it m% afl^ ^ ^ ^ 

anftm I fit^ Jiifitmm it %fitmr Ttt %Pm 

af^a^f^t I 


j 833 GI/2003—5 
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^ ^ ^ JIcftcT ^ t ^ ^ f^RcTTXj ^ 

^ «f! I 


3. ^ t ^iira f^^Rr#T ^ ^ t I ^ 

^ ^ ^ w^ ^<ict it ^(3<t> ^ ^ TT^ sft I TR viit^ q Ruim 

^ ^xui 1?^ ^ # Tftp ^WiRa cPiRiT ^ «n 1 

4. ^ mm ^ c^ iRcTiftcT fWpji ^ ^ 5:^ prr t i i> 




5Rr W ^ 1^ ^ t^Phr ^ t 8405St/2 3ft^ 1680^/2 ^ ^Rchf^d efPm 

^ WIT ^ ^i41vin ^ ^ ^if fcPiT virr?rT ^gif^ i 

^ ?ntei(l SRT uira: ^ 

jnfit^ ^ f^aq<€i xR[i^ URT ^ ^ iR sfk 

cfe 315 ^ ftWR ftRJT t I 


i AT' ^ ^ M ara Prated ^mracft M I 

^t^, i^Plftrar, 4o gjfl^ ~c t>i'Wl^<H.<i>)R<ii, i^o «n^ 

^0/ 3^^ ^0 4^'C*ik'{|( ^^^21 1^0, 2V44H ^ qg n<j|^ 

^OT ^ ^ ik jnPl<t)|^) 5RT M ^ JRTOcft ^ ^ fell t I 2^tR?lT ^ i^O 

Fft^ <t>i'(Ml^«n gRT 3nPr ^ft^rSPi v3tr it anfMPr ■wkIsji >jiici^ ^ ^ % 1 

(^) ^TWP^T ^JoH 

(i) ’^o ^ ^ €t €WW>. ^iNtftRiT 


1 . ^^HHIRT ^ g>T grai aft^ it ftfM c^ ^ it ^ ^ 

TRfT % ^tR c^ ilRRlse 3 c^ ?WI5?rR w g>r 1^ ^ pRiPr, tRg- 
«ink RQj<ti 3jk 3tRr ^ c^ Hj PRife ^ ^ra^g^aft a>t ftgtt 'ft ^rapRr ir^ 
^ % I 840^/2, 1260^/2 3lk 1680^/2 4t ^ % alk ^ R l HIj'HR %: 
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[HFTi—•grpgi] 




1680#/2 




0.00 


0.0 


*** 


*** 


«♦« 


**♦ 


0.0 


0.0 


til^Rpe 8,9 aft? 10 ^ jR^a a>R®nn ^ aft? ctnmfiRi»e 8 ^ st^iz 
3(k i 680 #r /2 (^t a(k 9 a(k 10 ^ ^ 

^ f%q^fsrafcft a5t ctTOaftr5ini) 

^ ^ aJiwar cn^ afl^ M ^ 114 

an arm m#?R ^ ai(^ M 

^^i^rnmwnt 

31 2002 a(k 1999 a>r mjrna a^ ^ ^ JIRI I 

,rt^ 9 ^ ^ ^ ^ 8404t/2. 1260ji^^ 

(fe.^ M ^ftrq ^^^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ *ft I 840^/2 ^ ftp; an^aim f^rmi# nm *** amomo t i ^** fis.in. 
TRaramiwmPtmi^’R^^fta^^ ♦*♦/f^.m amo aio ? i 

i 260#/2 ^ amraim f^ranaft Ctiaa ***3n«)^ti ***/ftr.in. mo ^o an 

***/fii.in. 3R0 

^0 t I 

1680^/2 (i) ^ aR5i1$ia cnw **♦ /finti- »a.^. t aik *** amomo/ten. 
^ f?la5f mm afi^ ^ aama an^ ftan# aa^ ***/f^.m. amosio 

if mm fin? at? mapfram ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

840«/2(ft«i)- mm aa a^ ^ aSfaa •** am«a 5 t mm^ % i af^ i as % aw 
mm ^ t asa# % mm atafir ^ ^ ^ 

moaJacaaSf ♦*fis.ai. aSf fmarmaSf ftaSaft11#a 
nRml^iiraiti •** amo mo aft am an anftma a(k ♦** amo mo 

aram5faia%^awmaan^f5!an#a5Ra?aaaa ♦** aiao mo/fts^af^t^ 
^ t I mmR if 840^/2 aft anmmai miaa *** 
gnammPtmi^aa^asfaaaa^^aft aiaataitStmt i mrara aft aanfima am^ 

ih ma aftaa ♦♦♦ mo/ftnno aR*(cta ^ 11 
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*** ^ ^ W ^ cTFRT ^ m t 840^/2 ^ eTFRf 

1260^/2(ftc5)^ ^ ^ ^ t I 1 ^ ^ ^ 

eldl ^ 'Jllti 3?4f^ <t>MR41 ^ *** 3R0 

^0 ^ ^ ** f^.in. ^ ^ 1TM ^ 11 ^ ^ ♦♦* ^sTfra^ 

MR<*^feld ^ t I *** 3R0 ^0 ^ ^ W ^>%R ^ *** 3R0 ^0 ^ ^ ^ 
Wn ^ ^ ^ W *** 3R0 ^0/%.in. ^R»fcld 

t I # 1260^/2 ^ gnwiwr einR *** anro^o/ftjino t 

RR5T?ft ^ ^ t 3rfimj t I cTPTO ^ ^H l jlRld ^ 

^ ^ *** 3R0^0/%TJT0 MR4>f^d M t I 

*** ^ ^ W ^ crm 'dHR'IRld XR t 1260^/2 ^ WRf *♦* 
3R0^0/%IJT. ^RjfRld ^ t I 

1680;St/2(Tr)-^ ^ ^ ^T5fR if 1680^/20^ ^ ^ ^ §t 

2ft I 1680^/2(ft) ^ ddjidd Wm fMcR? ^ ^ fcR ♦** 

mo^o/f^o mRjiRm ^ ^ t I 

^irteRl ft 1680^/2(ft) ft) feR MR^lRld WRT ^ 5 ^: nR(t)f^d t I ft 

^)^ wnft ^ ^TRcT *** ^O^O/fft^IJTO, JIRfgr OT efFRf **♦ 3Ro^o/%ino, 
^RfttRRTft *** ^0^0, fftiftw ft) ^3?Rt ^ *** mo^o, TJ^ *♦* mo^o, eZIM 
^ efTOT ♦** 3R0^0 3|R ftfftR efPR *** 3R0^0 Rpft t Rl'dft fft^)!^ 

^TPR *** 3mo^o/fft^o ^<tiRid ft t I ^)Rr ^ ^ ^ 

3|R JRTRR oTRcT *** 3R0^0/fft)TTT0 Rftt ^ t ^ 1680^/2(ft) ^ fcR 
cbK^MI Rcbl^ ?cf>Tt fft^ *♦♦ 3R0^0/fft)?n0 Rftt ^ t I 

t^rftflRTT ^ ^ ^Mr' ft M ^ Wft, 

^RTftn^pft W fft^lR ^ 840^/2 3fR 1260^/2 ^ STOT-aRPT ^K^H I 

fft^)Rft teft ^ftrrftr ft) snerR w jrrfft^ ft ftt M ft mR^r sIRr 
*** 3PT0 ^0 Rrchldl t I (840^/2 3ft? 1260^/2) ^ 'JTTR^T 3 ft^ 

^TPm *** 3R0^0/fft^0 t I jfTRR)rft ftR: ^ t fft> mR?T sIRr ^jr^rt 

fft^Rft WTRT v3d]ldd ^ dTOT ft 3TRR) t I ^nRRTTft 2J? ftt ftfe ^ t f^ 
840^/2 3|R 1260^/2 fttft Wjft ^ ^ ft I mRcT SIRr WHRT iJcZf *♦* 

3R0^0/fftpn0 R<t)cHdl t I 

t^ftrftRmr ft 3 rt Rmfticp/^jcqRgy 

TTlft t fft) t^tftRRH ft 3RI ^RTd4)Vfft^id4)1 ft ffttrfRcT Jm ft ^ 

^ fft?n 3|R wtri fft^jRr ^5 Rr 3|R ft jr^ ^ 

I ftft \3c^n5?7ft/ift7rfd^ C^ft 3Rr?fttftt ^IRft ft 3|R ^rftRR 


[MPTi—-qpgi] 




KB * iifin^ «"TC Wra « * ISt! P™* ” 

♦♦* 3R0 ^0 TITtt ^ t I 

ftirai % f?raWt €t jmra# ^ 

13(k ^ 311^ ^ , 

1 fifti^ag; % jnfSranfl 5RI ^ ^^ ^^ ^ * 


trt^ 1 3ni1^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

rraA -iAv ms ?raT^ ^ 'HHKil'S ntt 3>I ^ 3RI^^ W, ^ 

St M 12600^/2 ^ ^ fe^.vic/<.41i!R ?nftcl 

#1 


gf^ lig 3 it ^ W ^ f^), ^■ 



3T^ flf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ' 
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THE GAZEI l fc OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


sRRi^c-S ^ ^ ^ ^ ^leTT fel^ TR? 


[Part I—Sec. 1] 


3. 5^^ fifM ^ ^ ^ if ^ ir ^ 

^ ^ ^^RtJT ^frTn#5Fff ^ ^ % f^ 1260^/2 3lt^ 

1890^/2 ^ ^ (^w>l\3c: ^ 3[t?^R<W 3RT^^ft?T ^ 

^ ^ I ^ 1260^/2 

^ **♦ 3mo ^0/%.Tn. 3fR‘189^/2 (f%t^ ^ *♦* 

3mo^o/%.in. - qRcbf^d # i 


(^) ^cMIciH Cl^ cTFRf:- 

^tRRp^ 9 if ^ ^)TW=TT cfFT^T 3jk ^) R^jdch 5RT ^K^HI f^g5T# ^ 

^ ^>tTm 126 oM /2 (f%i^ ^ ♦♦* ^ ^ 

W t I if ^ ^ Ttrrar *♦* 3FT0 ^0 ^ TJ^ ^ ♦♦♦.|- I 

1890^/2 (f%^ ^ gRT gIgT ^ <bK^m ^ 

*** 3mo^O/f^. t I ^ ^RTR if M Tf^ ^ ITT^ *♦♦ 3PT0 ^0 ^ 
t I 

Hcfedbl^ gRT v3t^: 


2000 ^ ^ ^ 3R^ 3TRf ^ ft ?<^tiU ! 

Rmter^ if Rm 3 ?^ ^ ?Tf^ ^ ^d<iy ^ ^rp? t, cRnf^t 2000 ^ 

^ ^ 3TPJ 3j^ ^5^ ^ R<1'(U[ vJl(ef^ cb'ilill ^ # | 1^ ^ffT^ t 

*** (TrH^:r^ ^) t, ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^cqrg^ ^ 

RFRT *** t I ^ ^ ***%{ ♦♦♦/***)^R^feltT ^ 

t 1^^^ wn ♦**%(^ ♦♦♦/*♦*) \ 

RRT 3Rr^ ^ ^Rr itR^ ^ Pl^ylPld ^ if MR(t>f^d ^R^ ^ 

3PHRr[ W t I 

1260^/2(1^'^ ^Q[cft)-yiftl<r,i^ if ^ f^gj ^ -q^ ^Tv3!R if ^ ^ 

1260^/2 {f^ Tm^) ^ *♦♦ 3mo^O/ft.Zn.^ ct^K^H I efPR 

^ # I cfT^ 'HlHiTl ^ dMld if *** 3mo^5T^ ^ ^ *** f^vJtr.^ 

^ chTxil tRcrj ^llPicI ^dl ^ ^'dcf) WK vJdctjl Jff^ elMid *** 3R0^0/j%.in. 

3rRft t I *** 3R0 ^0 ^ ^ ^ **♦ %in. ^ irrar ^ f%q fir^ erro ^ t 

?K yf^ firw efTW ♦** 3mo^O/1%.in. 3TTc^t t I ^ JT^ 

^ firw ^ WnJt ^ di^id *** 3R0^0/%.in. # l JfRl^ 

TRf^ cTTO **♦ 3mo^o/%.in. ctfr **♦ 3Ro^o/%.in. 3fR ^ ■m% 

^ RTO *** 3mo^o/%.in. % I 


[MPTi— 
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. i890*/2(ft^ jnRran^ ^ ^ ^ t ^ 

^/2(f%<s ^ **♦ affl05ro/ft5.in. ^ ^ ^<3 

*•♦ f^.m ^ irrar ^ ^ t Jim ^ 3wo«io/f^j^ 

^ «ncft 11 *** mj.jii. ^ ’irat ^ ^ ?itPRi t mi'H'Ji Jim 5'*’'^ 
amosio/fiP.m *** f^. ^ ^ mu? 1^ miw ^ ^ 

510 1 mrim Jim m«n.i ^ ^ *** aRo^o/rnJim ^ Jumt ? ' 

i^Ugs 3lk mw PiOT ^ ^ fa ^ ^ ^ ^ *** 3i^o^o/*^-^- ® ' 

jRga «ni aara *** amosio/mj.jn. t, a>mimcii ama ♦** 

^ ^ ^ anra *♦* ^o/f^.m. t i Jnfiraim ^ ^ ^ 15,?^ 

gftfel mmjjft ^ HJi'MJ Hi anra aft^ ai^ ^ m^rt?ra5 sri ^ ^ ^ ^xa^/i ^ 

i4t5 3fl^ 1890^/2 (m^^ ^ ^ ^ 

aniosio/mj.m ^ *** amosio/mj.m t Jift 

fSRI^ 3f5?IR 71? JIRpi ^ t mj 1260^/2 (m^ ’^) ^ ^ 

3mo?io/^.m t ^ 1890^/2 (m>3 ^ i? ^ mq*** 3iwo/m5.jn.t. % 

3 3fr7 9 t^ ^»JR®T=n msJRi 1%a5t 7l5t^^t ^ 

iq jnm^ afft jR?i^ ^ ^ ^i m^m^ sra ^ ^ 

^ftnpiicr wiF^i’jw: 

fta?t ^ **jr ?ia^ 3ft^ *** ^o ^ ^ 

5rai f^ t mia% ^Iiaaini PRJI^ ^ ♦♦* 5 rr ^ ^ ^ t i 

5?n^g5tanra^3iftRJ?^SRI _ 

5rai Tiq ti^( *** -**♦) SJT auRfraa ^ gaiR? am ^ 

•**5,0/ffjII.??5Iltf^^m>7IT7T7ntl 

“19611^t/3 ^ 

ZaJ^ *** 5to ^ Pram s5m? 3fk **• ?io ^ ^t ^irai^ s? ^ 

f^tf^gjRaraJPrajRis^smra *♦* ^o tifissPra M11 ^aim s5I am 
^ ai^ 5a ira ^ mm SRT mjTH Trar JRiJ^m *** 11 

grar 1^ Tiq JRra(m{ *** -**♦) S5T aTHTha? ^ ^ ^ . * 2 , 

QRoil^ ^ t I ***% ^ ^R iR JJ^ (3SS ^ maa>i iiPgjmra),^ 

***% ^ ^ tR am a?i J^ra^R ^mnPRi Praa ♦♦* aio/mj.jn. ^ t mr& 

^4t^f^7rai 11 



40 


THE GA2ET IB QF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


1680^/2 t 

^ ^0 ^ ^F>tTRT 3fk ^0 ir ^ ^ 

♦•♦ ^0 M t I g5t cim 

^ tte ^ cjRfi ftrqr Tpit XjT^TGfttj *** t i 


gRTT WviftT7( *♦♦ -♦»♦) giT ^iJilvjiH ^ ^ ^ ^3?IR=f cIFRf *»* 

M t I ♦♦»% ^ ^ TT7 (3im ^ ^ 3fhf 

*♦♦% ^ ^ TR cmr cf^r q R' i fO i d Pracr ij5?i *** ^o/fe.-ar. t ftRt 

W t I 

1680^/2 (f^) 

^ *** ^0 ^ *** ^0 if ^HTRfpspjf ^ :q[l^ 

t chK^MI fif^ t I 

^ ^ ^ f$rq ^ f^ w *♦* 11 


^ Tfl? V|'Oun^'( *** -*♦♦) g5| ^R#3R ^ ^ ^ e^ r ^Ti ♦♦♦ 

M t I ***% ^ ^ Tp? x?^Tuftt? (3TRI ^ if ?i?n tr fi^Rrd) , sfk 
**♦% ^ ^ ^ ^ ^fr?^ M%fiJid *** ^o/ft).m. i 

w 11 

^ 3RT ft [ j > lfaa> / ^cMI4cb ; 

^ ^ t f% ^ 3R Wn^/Przrf^ if ftqfRcT Jm if ^ 

vStR ^ Rdr ^ ^ffRTRT *^cd„ ^Hd 3ftT WFT HTI^H % ^*4(^d ^JcRT 

^ ^ I 3TTto5T& ^ ^ SRHg^frtt "iTHcf f sfhf 

^?RT ^ 3fraR TR 3TTir cf5t t I ^ gRT IT^ 

^ ^ 3<^>HK ^RTPilupff ^ afjirflf ^ ^ 45fqld ^ f^fiR ^ f$nj ^sr^iftt 
3fh?m ^>t»Td *** SRTO ^O/feEff, (t 3jk ♦*♦ 3RT0 

^0/f^.(^ Tfpft 7T| t I 

{^) Ao «JI^ «JTf#g 

(^B) oTPRT: 

^ ftn? ^3Tfrr ^ srgfif i 2000 % 31 w^, 2001 ^ t I 
5rf^ f^RR^ if Wcf ^ srqif fM^ ^ ^ t I ^ 1999 

3fR 1%dR^ 2000 ^ Wcf ^ ^ 3Rir ^-T?^ JTfgd f | if 30 

%dRY, 2000 % 31 2000 ^ cf^T ^R#ff ^ 3T^ ^ JR^T g^-. 

^ TRgd t I 31 ^,2000 (^ 3Rfir) ^ 3raf& ^ 1^ wi, 

^ ^ RW ^ ^fifd §1? 3^ ^3^ % ^SFRfecT STRT 



^ TRPni: 
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^ ^ ift t 11 ^ ^ ^ 3ral?r ^ RRod w ^ ^ 

ti^tfgra t I ^ ^ ^ cTaiaft ^ ^ arafSr ^ feJ^f 

cR 5 ?rR ^'leisr 55^ ^ f I sra ift ?rarai ^ t <f xr? ^ ^ 

Tjm ^ srarai ^ f?ro ^?tr ^ ^ ^ t i ^i«nft, ^ (t’'^ ^ 

^ 1?^ n«i<i ' ^ t, ^ ^ ^ ’irar ^ ’ft f%aft ^ ’it l «i«nfft, ^ 

Tjm ^ fftf*R ft ^^’iR=T 1ft5^ ^^irar 11 ^ ’ft ^35^ fft5^ ^sirai 11ft> ft 
^ afsiftr ’iRct 3ft7 ft 1^1135(31?^ ara’i 

^ I ^fftj 3TOT afePT ftfft^ SRf <^<)<7i ^ Ji^R ^ ^’irai vsirai ft 

sfRra atran tR ^ ^ XT'S ^ jrfft ffti.Tn. <Hi*(d fftcfjraft ^ ffttxj aimii *iuihi 


ft I fft^ilcft xift ciMid ^ afift (ft**ii^’fii'« ft'- 



^Cl («H6<l) 

clFRT «H6ayR»»i. 

ftftt ftt Jirai , 

**# 

♦ ♦♦ 

ft^Tt ^(**11^ ^ mRcIC-T ^rtcT) 

**♦ 

♦ ♦ft 


*♦* 

♦ ♦♦ 

R-dk ^ 

**♦ 

♦ ♦♦ 


*** 

♦ ♦ft 


♦ ♦♦ 

♦ ♦ft 

M'< ■«l'^ 

*** 

♦ ♦♦ 

<j)ci xdai5 

*** 

♦ ♦♦ 

•ErST: 3F2I STRT 

♦ ♦ft 

♦ ♦ft 

dlM^ 

♦ ♦ft 

♦ ♦♦ 


q(^[^ne 7 ^ arj^ ^Pi^ft ft atra arafft atsiftr atftci 2000 ft xTift, 2001 ft Iftfxj anrft 
ftt ♦*♦ fftpIT. ft ^ ft 5dPn ft fftfft ddJldd ft 5RI fft*nf^ fftPIT XPII ft 

f^RTftt ato ^IFTcT *** ?Tgd/fftpn. fft^iaftt ft I ^ ^ 

W ?Rft ft w ft fftfftftxT ^ ft ^aR-w^(aic'iiftft afk ftftftft) ft 1^ ^ ^ ^ 
JTHi ft I ftxrft ft atqft ^cH-xrst ft ^drar ft fft ^fcpra fftftftt ^ ^ fftx?^ 

ft ^ ft ^ xft%q ft ft fftix; ftxrftt ft anra ft^ fftfft’ Pr ftfft^ 

ft I ftftfftei anraft^ fttfft’Pr ftf anraft^ ftfft^t ft arjw? 't^ccu^i Wft ft ^ 
fftRqan^ftl^q^ftftM wftftmqgra^T^’TTOft^frasdTft 

i i ^ieiH i dtd ; ^iFTcr ftt JpftSra ^ ft 1 cr mm ft mm^ fft^ ft 
HdlcH I rHd ; ’fftf ’TBI BHT tTlflq I fto ailft xmf^ fcTO ftt Xirra ft ddJldd 

ftt ctPIcT ft dB ft ^ ft Blfft/ftB ftt fftftftt fftfft’PI ft ^OTR-^93ra ftt qf ’IBl ’BI 
sn I ^ WJB ft qift ft ’Jot ^ ft ’ft fftftro cTrornfft ftt ftt cipra ft ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^TRT 2 IT I 


^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ‘HTI^ 3ftTO cfFTcT 

.ji^d /f ft flT. t I jrf?t fft.TiT. ftt ^ fttjra ^ipra qi# aisS ft #5 X?, fts ft, 


833 GJ/2003—€ 




THEGAZETTEOFINDIA : EmACmDiNARY 


[Part I—Sec. 1 


^ t a>M*n ^ 1TO t ^ ^ ifeBch ^n^Rf: 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ftsrfl ^ ^ I ^M*{1 gRT ^ “JM ^ 

^ Mcf #5r^ ^ ^ t 4 

^ >3^ t I ^ M ^ ^ 3TRR # 

^ ^ 31^ ^ t I gRT 

^ srmR ^ M fttN?fT # ^ w t 1 ^• 

11 ^ M gft wq?r qi|f t m ^ gq ^ 

^ qq> v3f^ qr# t I 


^ *** ^T^/%qT. ^ W ^ ^ qW?t *** ^/%IfT. ^ 

^ qftiRT 3fk mrmpu ^ Tim m\ %qT t (qftfirer 4 - 5 ) l ^ ?t^ feir ^ 
t *♦* ^T?^/f^. (^q^ quHT ^ ^n^JR q^ q>| sfl^ cTT^cT ^ ^f[q qq 
q?iff q^ t 3f[q ftq1acr> ^cqrqq RTq?T q^ ^ ^ qq q^ q9i{^ # I qq^g q^t 
^ (Jftpft qqq q>t ^^tqq^rf^ ■f\ qnqq qq^att ^ *** qT?«T/%3IT. ^ qi>q ^ 

3rrft Riq^T (qM^ 8 - 9 ) qq qiqr %qT # 1 

ij^ qrm qrrqpq q^ qR^fcld ftqr qqr «it I f^qfe^ ^ antq^ ^ qiw 

dycqj-qR f^rfct q5^ q5t qf t qf[ Rhi^^k #:- 



^ qrrjqqqq t R> Rrqq q>t q^dt ^ 5^ qqiq fMq ^ ^ 1^ t Ri^q>n 
5^afrq>fcict %n\ qqr # af[q qqRt ^ aqR ^^-qq RRticid q!iq ^ q^T^T w # aftq 
aRm q^lfqr qqi t I 

t^rqt?Tq> giqr q^d q>t q^ qrqqqr qq q^tqq f^qr qqr #■ aftq MRf$i®<i 8 aftq 9 ^ ai^^R 
'^qqqqRTqq q^t 1 




[MFTI—^gqgl] 
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tran- 

^ TEI^ Tft # TJlj^ ^ ^ ^ W4R f^ % I 

^ ^ ^ ^ wrtS srsifcT afhr «rR?f ^ ^ 

T#fl^ ^ t I Pt«/fd4) ^ ^ TPT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ W 

^ t I RRim ii^ #3ra> ^ w t I tei^ 

**♦ ^TBtf/f^, |^[w^ 11 •*• f^.. ^ ^ flg5t ♦♦♦ 3n^ t 

f^RT^ IRf ^rRf^ 4-5 ^ w 

^Mt 47^ ^ ^ w t ^e[Rr 

^ t ^ ^ 2!0%> ^ cTPncT ^ ^ t I tiftfilVi 1 # ^ 

^ ^ 15^^ '^cqr^ ^ ottct ^ ^ t I ^ 

iflf^ ^ Wf\ "W ^ 10J^ ^ cTPTcT ^ ^ ^ 

# I 20% vicMM ^ RTO ^ ^ ^ t, WHRT VR ^ETggct 

^ ^ ^ w vH^TT # I ^ ^ ^fyniTarrS ;g5t WNrt f%g>t 

♦♦♦ ^/tor. W W t I ^ TTHf W^rSR tt^T f : 

(^) 47ift/^?ffRPT 

ift f^cT ^ ^ ^ ♦*♦ f^,llT. ?f)t gq ^5RT 

^ ^ 530106 ^ ?mRcf ^ t I T(sm ♦♦♦ ^ ^ ?T /f^i ll. w srr 

'W ^ I 

f^) w 

^ ♦♦♦ ^ ^ ^ ^ ♦♦♦ f^.m. ^ ^RTarr ^ ^3if% fq 

tlf^ ^ ^0 530201 ^ 3T^|;^ ^«Tm^ w 13Tcr: w ♦♦♦ w/ftrm. ^ 

imm^^?ifent i ^ ^ ^ p^f^ 11 3r5iTfcr ^ 11 

(p) ^tiq 

^ ♦♦♦>^ ^ ^ ^ ^ qrm *♦♦ fty.PT. ^ 7Tr5rr ^ fq p^a[rR 

^ ^0 530201 ^ 315^ w .1 ^ 3rg^ 

♦♦*%g5t ^ PT WTvir ^ P>r 3Rfr9f)R fq ^ cTFRT ^ *** ^ 

pq W t I ¥p^t ^ 5c!R-P^(31 2000 mm) ^ f^?ITf ^ t 

^ afm^frw ^ (PRfe) ♦♦♦% ,^f%7T ^ ♦♦♦% ^ *♦*% %'m\ 
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THE GAZETTEOFINEaA; EXTEIAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sec. 1] 


y&q cT: Cf>i4^^ ^ ^ Wf^?T t SRT: ^ ^ cTHJ 

SIM ^ ^ ^ ^ t I gMt % ^ t ^ ^ IHM ^ 3^^ 

jjfcirap^ ♦♦♦% 

^^JPM ♦♦♦ ^ ^ t f^wt>t aiyrfct 'nt 11 
(^.) f^spr 

wn t ^ K<f>R ^ ♦** ^ nfit f^. ^ 3nM ^ t I ^ ai^fPTR 
3l^*(fcl ^ ^ '«<J>cfl ^ I 

(g) T3cqK ftOT 3r^ 

% >3^ ftOT 3?^ ^ ♦♦♦ ^ nfit ftjai. ^ \l*iN'lv^H ^ ^ 

t I t ^ ^tR ^ ^ 5) 

Nd^iftcf virr^ # I ^ 3T5^ f^pMr ^ ^Mcf ^ 

W t I ^fMt % ^ 11% 3r?Erfim> %Pm ^ ?#RTeT ^ 3nf^Y<t>K ^ ^ 

^ t fuRnfr nfit ^ ifts? ^ersR ^ un?fT t 1 ^Mt ^ ^ t ft? ^3^ 

^MR ^r 1680 ^Prq^ ^ 3TflM ^ fta>t ^ t 3fR 1260 3fR 1890 ^ 3ffiM %f^ ^ 
fla>t 3TTcfR^ ?MR ^ ^ t I ^ 3T5^ iRn t % ^ 

^§dct>t g 8^» ! ^ 3fTOn ^ cTTOf ^ ^ *16^^ 3RR t I 

^ ‘HR^ ^ ^ ^r ^ 'STRIT t I f^RHT 3TRM %P*^ ^ 

g5W ^pfn 3fR ^ JMR ^ ^ 3ffiM ^ I ^ ftcRT ^ 

3fR ^ 3rgwT ^r Jlfct TO TOT^ 3rf?M ^ I ^ sm 
^ cfFI^ 3fR wr^t cHTI^ ^ I f^rro 3Tf^ 

TOm^T 1^ ^cRT ^ cTPM 3fR Rtifftd clFRit ^ jmR ^ ^ 1 

^pMt % 4 ?MrS ^r TOT^ ^ diTicT ^r 3 rr c^ arraR w wmr ^ ^ ^ 
^ ^ irfcT tor. t I ^ ^ ifRRiv 8 3fR 9 ^ 3iitiiRd t I ^ 

♦♦♦ ^ nfir tox.^ ^ ^r TORPT ^ cTPPaf 3fR TORFT ^ f^^cT cTRRr ♦♦* 

«sf55r flfit f^iiT. ^ w ^9Tft 11 ^ 3RR ♦♦♦ irfcT l^in. 11 ^ ^ 

t 1% *** ^ irfcT tor. ^3fy^ ^ ^ dFRT *** - tota ♦♦♦) ^ 3RR ^ 
^>T^ t 1 ^ ^ ^ ^ t^to ^ ^ cfecT TOK Pt«roT 3ReR ^ tor 
TO t I ^ ^ ^ 11% ^ @ ^ ( ♦♦♦), 3toto w( ♦♦♦),to( 

♦♦♦),^ ( ♦♦♦), tot ( ♦*♦), ^ ^f>nRr TO^fito ^ 3r5irf^ ^ ^ ^ 

t I ^ TOR >3cTO f^m 31^ ^ ?PR0T ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^^fTO 

isnfll? I ♦♦♦ 46d / to T. t I ?IR^ ^ TOT^ ^ ?to cTPM ^ 5 ^: 






45 


[HFTI—’gP»gl] 


MR<t>c H ^ gRT ^ ^ ^ ^ gj^T ftRH ^ t ^T«n grai 

f^Tnj **♦ 1^ ♦** 55cr/f^. g5t si^iifct ^ ^ 11 


gl^ ^ g5I "HCMm*! ^cR-'T^ ^ ftRT '1^1 ^ 5ra5R hi(3<j>I^1 ^ 

^ ^ # itlRR ^ g5I 5Rdra ^ # I ^ ^ 

^ 1^ it>K<jH I IR ^ ^ *** «l6d/R>«l. 3o<^1 t I >«6d/<j,<!'H 5 IpR 4R<1<Sd 

g? 41.61^1^^ *** «l<?ix/R>iil. 3«x51 t I 

^ atmRt g5t 11 d«nft, miRi*i?I t ^ 

afk ftgk 4RIR ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

% 15^ araM f5R-f?R tPm^ g>t wncR g5t cinm # Ril^ ^ ^ ara^ t 15^ 

1^ ^ ^ ^!ra55n oiFRfr # 3 rr tr ^ ^ ^ ^ 

ii I 


(fl) ^ MiW*ft4n C'ia, <ni9H 

^ ^ ft^rtcra> H5?*ii<icri ^ vjxix ^ ^ ^ ^ I 

3 ^, 2002 ^ 31^ 3J5^W ^ cIB3 gjtnft ^ ^ pf^ t f?R ^3^ ^ 

^RR ^ g5t tl ^ »TR5I g>t i T?H ^ ^ 

X^ 351 fSrak ft53T t I am: ^ ^ 3tT^ ^ PP ^ ^rafiR ^;i3^ ^ 

# :m>nm ^ g5i Pral^ ^mrm^T cn^ anm^ iR ^lan^ttiw^mOT^ 
t ^ ^ ^ ^ WR'JJant SRT JR5^ ^ 3nm% # 

3 ?fr iimim 1^ ^ Rrakoi 351 ansrR ^nPtcr t afk 3 ^ ti 5 ?^ ^ an^ ^ 

jj OIHM ^Jf*l ^ RyUoi 3>I ^ *ft I ^:3l 31330 ^ 35R0I 3m ^ ^ 351 ft3R 

351 f5|3hoT ^5033 3035 ^ an3R 5R 30331 I 

go^ 3>t ^5gtr §3 (jit><9^ ^ 5If3R ^ 3^ 3I3IR t 3Mt ,5RT t^3^ 

33 ^ # 305 ^ afR 503I*r 3# m33 ^ I 30^t 35 3t533T 331 *0 oMt ^ ^RcJ, 
31303 jt ^ 1^ 35 at ^ 3m 3St 3St t I Ft # 3m a ^ 30 

t iRg 3RR # ai3R-ai3ni 5?03 35t ^ oR ^ <!05l 3^313 003 jt JfRTR(35 

3 # ^ 5«nft 3505ft ^ 3^3H 003 # Rlf^ JOfitmi^ 3>t 150 55#0 ^ ^ oR # aOPft 

5tat 3135 3ft t I 

^J05ft gRT JR^a 3035# 5^r 5q;33T 351 Jlf?R03I03 Ortft 333 3>k>3» <nRl3l mj 5^ 
*ft 3ft3 3# ^ ft53T 331 «0 I 3ftoft gRT 53 553 53 35 35T3T 331 *0 3ftrft ft 
3R#3 31003 ft f%m 33 # 3ft 3 m 3ft 3131 3ft fft# 3ft t I 35 ^1331 ftft 5 533 ftt 

3i3# ft 3R5 3ft 1ft5rtf?l5 amoi 5^ 31003 ft ft# 3f 33 # 5ft 3 m # afift 5^ 

3#^ ft I 3«nfft, 3Tlft35lft ft'jft ^ 5^^ 3R5 3ft fftaftfta afk 3ftci 3T0R 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. H 


^ ^ ^ ^ A*iWd ^ 8n I 3lTfdVMI t|>rijfdl ^ ^IRcT 

^ cTSJT «fMR # ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ afl^ vJMel^ 8^ 1 


gRT ^ ^ ^ I MRf$l^ 3(1 % 6) 

^ 5R5d ^ 3imR ^ ^ wm # ^ ^ ^TRd gjt ^ fMcff, 3FZr 








am.^. 

igTHM 


lyjJIBI 

01 * 1 .^. 

it 



Hi^l 




^6 840^/#/2 

AAA 

AAA 





X?d 6 1260^/2 

AAA 

AAA 





X?d 6 1680^/2 

AAA 

AAA 






AAA 

AAA 








... . 




X?d 6 840^/2 f%n 





AAA 

AAA 

X?d 6 1260^/2 f%n 

AAA 

AAA 

AAA 

AAA 

AAA 

AAA 

^6 1680^/2 f%n 

AAA 

AAA 

AAA 

AAA 

AAA 

AAA 


AAA 

AAA 

AAA 

AAA 

AAA 

AAA 


AAA 

AAA 

AAA 

AAA 

AAA 

AAA 


^ fMd 


QKI<51 ^ ^ "W SJT I MRRl^i 1 ^ ^ 3T^^K 

1260^/2 ^ wg ^f ^ **♦ %in. ^ irrar ^ *♦♦ ir^ 

^ SIT I ^RRi^d 3-5 ^f ^ ^Mt % ♦♦♦ ^ 

%2rT 11 ^ ^ ^ ^ran i 4t^ ^ nfctilf 

Wcl'^ ^ t I 

^ 4 . 2.2003 ^ 3 Ttr^ ^ ^ d?d ^ ^PT^e SH % vf^ SRPTf^T ^ 

cF^ ft ^ I MRRi'sd 01 ^ ^ 6 ^.TfTrar *♦♦ f^. 3 fk ^ *♦♦ ^TpR 

^ t I ♦** xp!^ :si^ sn I f^gRor % ^ ujr 

Wen t % ** %nT. nn ^ ^ *** Tj^ ^ emr vifri% 

RT^ I ^ <i4>^l ^ sflR ^ f^^IT ^Idl eft MRRl^ci 1 sfR 

3-5 ^ RlelH ^ XJTTXPTT I #W ^ 15725310 ^ jrfet ’WdH ^ t RpRt 

*** f^. ^ Rr jrqRfcf ttdT t ^ Rrt^ ^ ^ ^i 4lRid t r 

nRRr^ 2-21 ^t '^Rd n>t 4 |xt ^ d 4 f^d SpdT ^ ^ ^t tt^ 1260^/2 ^ 
Rte/^P^kH/^/^Tf^ '^]^, #TT ^ d^Rld yftfedT dMd^ d# dRTt dt t I 
3tdM *** TFtTdT ^ ^ 4)d<t>! (3R?fd W X?n t 007614 
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20.7.00) ♦♦♦ fi5cfr ^ TfTsrr ^ ^ 

fcTO, ^ ^ PrfM ^ W t I ^ ^ ^0 ^ ^ fcTO ^ ^ 

g5T sff^ ^ 1260^/2 cr«n 1680^/2 ^ fcT? -m# sfk 

4t*TT ^ «^r^frvi|-^'1 ^ ^ ^ ^wer«r ^ ?i>^ tt^ 11 

^ ^ ^ ^ ■gMt ^ 4.2.2003 ^ 7.2.2003 ^ 3m^ ^ ?18^ 

feiT «n ’ ^^Hfcf? t 2 % 'H^Rla t afR^ 

^ flft 4^ ^ 3TcR-3rOT Tfm JRfiRT ^ ^ t I ^ ♦♦♦ f^. ^ 
^ ^t»TcT ♦** SFT^l^ M<?(?!d ^ ^ t cMT ^ ^ *** 

f^. 3fR ♦♦♦ %!n. ^ l^^^frcT ^ ^ 11 

^ ^ ^Rflr^ 2-2i-’it^ ^ cfsn 4Ter^i ^rr ^ t, f^RT^f T?^T) ^ ^ ^ ^r5^ 
'm% afR^ ^ t, ^^rRfen w sn ft>' ^ ^ ^ ^ 

arr^ ^ ^ i^jrot fsrr t I ?Rnft, ^ ^ »n# afR 

^ afR- ^ aRPTsJ t cRfff^ xj^T) ^ ^ ^ ^ aRrepRr ^ f 

afR ^ 7 ^ gjf: I B^T ^ sfR 7 xiRcT^ ?RF> IRgcT cR t 

*>0% afR ^Nt ^ gcfWRi? ^ aF^R ^ i^ I 

xiiBr cra> ^vjRF>1 XR Rfe afR ^ t, '^^ ^axR fen w «n fe ^ 
Tfre n5^ fe xjxn xrft ^ Bn HTBn^ ^ fta5t nRn ^ ^ x^TRe ^ x^fxit^ ^ wr ^ ^nfer 
fexrfeTT^nJtn^t^B^ Bw ^tvsra^ xr ^ f^ 3r«R[T 4>*ft5?R 
TfRn t I 3FT: nfe ^ OTT mcT^ nmxS ^ fen? ^fxifer ^ wr ^ 4^ <t>A\^\-i ^rrfer 

n# 1^ r 

ferfe 7.2.2003 ^ xj^ ^ ?TBn m% afR ^ag^ #fTT ^ ^ ^ ^ wr ^ 

^ttPict ^ nt sft I ^ fen w «n fe “ 4 2003 n)r xrar xno 

x[ftxft/n/506/2002-03 ^ arg^R nB ^TMR x?^) ^ x^f ifRr nfe ^ ^TR? fezrr w 
«n aik B^ nw B)r# a?s?BT Brifkpr ^ n^ Bncrr t' afR Biergnsir i680/^/2 
feB x^ftn? ^ bR ^ ^rg^f **?!% ^ ^rrfef BRct g^? ^ Rfei ^ x?x?) ^ xrff ^ ^ 

gto fenr" BB ^ x^ ^ ^ ^ BiROT ^tnr ^ n^ fenr t i 

^ ajTXTR ^ i?xn ^ BRT feBT BBT SH alk B^ JTSfjR B^ft^ aRIBT R^ ^ 

nff BBBT t r 

mRRim 7 

Bfeft % BB arg^ feBT BBT «n fe BB mRRf^ 7 xg^ ^ncRB BRTXj BTfe aife^ 
(arfB>^ ^ br^tR^ ^ ar*TTB x^t) b5t Rldin feBT xjfT 'HiB> I 3 '^di^ 2002 ^ anpt 
XRT ^ BBn B^xpft ^ 7^ vde^^y feBT fe" B^ xf^ ^ BTB hRRioc 7 BePB t (a»gBB B) 
afiB BB BBTBT fe x?tn cJB x^f X?B) Bg-xadTTB t I ^Rnfe x^B^ fe>BT dT gBB t 
B^BR Xjjt^ B>t BXffteaT % cTBT affe B^ BTB XR feBR BR^ gx? fe fefe^ 

y i l^Bn ft ^ BIB^H ^ ^ Bfer fe^ dtBBReftt, X?iT>ax^^ BFRT t fe B^BR 
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^ R«itfeT ^ M ^ ^ ^ Mct ^ 

5^: ^ ^ilTXpft I ?mTf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^fcP^ 

^ 11 

^ratf^ 7 ^r ^8TrtfeT ^ viUcT^r ^5^ t ^T8nft jnft^ %r 

t ^ 3Tc^f^ m^ % I yrf^r^ ^ cfMt % ^ ^ T?t?j 

^ '3T^ ^cTO' ^ ^ ^?lhlT 3fk;^T ft>‘ f^xfl^^ ^cMT<3 * W ^ I 3feIM 
% v3^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^nrsn^ft ^ vjhci«i t l 

% f%c5 xpT ^ ^ ^ ^ - (2 p) Wm 

840^/1260^/1680^ ?T«IT (^) 3HJ ^ t I WIK ^ ^ 

^i[Mi f^'inf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ w 11 ^pre^T: ^ xpr ^ 

^ xrtfj ^ 3HI W\^ ^ fl# ^ t afl^ ^ t I ^cNr 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ c^ ^55RD[, ^ 6lRj>^Rd ^ Tft 

^ ^WRT srfiRjcRT OTT SrRm ^ mRuiphI W % Pl^ld4> ^ 

^ ^ 3TSRr RRjtd it ^ TP? ^ ^ sft^ TR^cT ^1 

^ ^ t ^ ^ ^ t xpr 6r ^ ^ (»ii$cfn-6 

^^n|^-66 ^), ijtferq^ ^ ^ ^ c^ ^ ^ ^3Rr^ ^mn 
cZIP^t t I ^ ^ ^ ^FTRUT ^ ^ ^ ^r ^?W ^ ^ ^ 

^ I C^ cf)T fiPRH t ^ f$rq 96%(***/***)3fR f%^ ^ fcTq 

94%(***/*^*) t I 

^) ^ 3r^ - mRRiv 7 3fk mRRim 3 -t ^ 

^Mt % M - RR r v 7 ^ ^ ^ t" I ^ ^ wrref ^ 3TRi^ 

we\ l ^ , te?t 3fk 3tfcPT ^ mf^ ^ ftefH ^ ^ ^ 

t I W^ ^ vJMeil'Jl TR ^ MJRT ^ t I ^ ^ 

vic^'ia f^^l ^ f% ultTr ^ 41’<H «TRJefR’-6 ^ ^ v5dTRPT *** ?[^ f%3^ 

*** ^ ^ sft I JiRRiv 3 ^ >fTcirfeRT ^ arpR *»TRcr ^ ^ TR 

Rr^M ^ *** ^ JT^ t I 

% 4.2.03 ^ STT^ c^ ^ 1^ m ^ 

eTWT *** 1%.m(*** ^.d:^) ^ 3RdR t I ^ ^TT^ 2ft, ♦♦♦.♦♦ 

*=**♦ T^ -^) ^ i;t;^ ^^;3TcP) # ^ ^ ^nt I ijfeff ^ 

#5rgj ir TTT^ 3ff^ ^ ^ *** f^.TIT/ *** 3 ih^^ ^TeR <^\U^ ^ m 1^^ 

^ # 3 ^jdrrt ^ ^ # mRRiv 2 # ^ ^ f4?!TT ^rrar «rr afR mRRi'^ 2 

3rj8R ^TT^ *** f^.TTT. dt I t ^ fl# ^ fcR mRRiM 7 

^ ^ W^ ^ m 3fR ^ 5R>R ^ 3Tt^ ^ ^ enm **♦ 

fern ^ 3?cR t" i>{T ^ ^ ^ t r 

^) # 3RR - qRRl«<i 3 dFSn mRRi^^ 7 f%^ ^ 




>«•« III 


I I • l(M* illl.i 


* I > 
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7 ^ arj^jR ^ ^ 3 2000 ^ sni^r affte ^ crea ^rrac^R-6 

840#/126#/1680# ^ *** ^ ^ ^ I "'2.7.02 ^ STtl^ 

^ ^rw jr^st ^ ■'if MRRf*^ 7 % ?'i cf>t fta?t «iraf arafit ^ *** 

'ft.s'i fr^r g>i 'rar ^crar f i iiRfii^ 3 jot ^ ^ arpR 'Tr?i/3I'«i ^ 3tI 

gj'T'ft gRT ftftp'T yRRi^el ftii? 'll? artg^f ^ 'iff ^l^ f I 

aMt ^ ftf^I"! Mf^ i «ri1 atcT^ we ^ f^ w 'Rii sni R^d* ^ 
7.2.03 ^ iRI ^ cOT '3PfR OTi SJI alk 'R OT ^pIRtl l^dl SJT ftl W ^ ^ 

5RI 3IRI M gft an# 'if 1200^/3 I?^ anr ^;?Rici ^ f^ t 'ft 

nRffg TTfs^ ^ t^feig ft 'iff f l3i'?Rif?tPi'='iilWTweOTiT'rai«n i 


■ oTOTi ♦**feTii.(***'ff.tn) g?iate^wffi^f§Ri3i''i'^^^ 
'if i26oft/3 if Mg ^ t ^it4M 'ft ^ ^ 

'iff «iT I 'j5i wg 'll ijifS*’ ff <wOT *ft aft? gig if uiMuff it f^ ’^ft^ ft gif 
if aflf 'Ifii ^t alk arjqrag if t?g> ft ^ if gftfti'e 3 ft arpr? snfiOT^ ^ 

84crft, i26oft alk i 68 o ft if ff'S ^ sft^ jRgg fM *t i f^ '^[j»j?g 
ft ft w gtf ijs aira if girfiicr 'iff w ^ jiiMm ^ ftfgirpR gig f ai^ M? 
'll? ^i afh? t?q 7 ^ ^ i| mR (^®5 3 if 5 ^ iMct flti® 'fffgi git gnPtci 'iff 

ftRjT sn I OTf^ nRf^g; 7 f f%'g ifM seo ft, 1260 ft afk 168O ft gtt ^ Rj^gt 
jigffra aiw atfiSici sir x?i |5 ^ ft it 'iRfll'e 7 if ftcj^ gft s'! ft 
gn e^va **♦ ft.eg ^ ^ it OTn «n Mg gf gRftiM 3-4, 3-5 afk 3-6 ft gsiffg 
'iff sn I i?g5 ft ^ g? we gRgi gifgi t ff? g? aiRi f?ft gf a(i<p Mti 'igi 
Mggt ^ Mg sn aik g? gg^ 'itfMt 'iff s@i aik yn 3 f 

'iff ggifgt ggi sn Mg 1260 ft git gRMe 7 ^ atg^tR ftsi f^Mit if gtifM Mn ggi 
sn I fg JtgiR g? 3 RR arrai r 

jnMnft fte gRct t M fkifarai it nwg^ ^ artanait ^ aiggR aiM% sRgct 
'Iff Mg t gM g'f gWf if jRgg Mn 11 ?gft M? gg atigM gtf «i1<t>i4di 
'iff ggft f I asnft Mft arg g;ggT ^ apng if jnMnft it iitgg ^ ggi 
argftgt gg MgRi Mm t afk aftMgg'jt gg ft gift git gfMR Mgi 1 1 

^r?lf3^ cTFRT 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 8 ft I cHM'ft ^ ^M‘*ft ^ 

t I M l t^cf>rft ^ ^ v5^ ^ ^ ^ vJ^KH cfPM ^ ^ ^ 8ft 

^ tjcp i5R[ ^ W ^ t ^ WTT^ 


k- 


833 GI/2003—7 
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^3^ 1^ t ^ ^ ^ 11 jnf^ ^ ^ t % fMcR) amr ^ 
^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ «fr, ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ mfepi^ gRT jM ^ jR^ I jttr^ ^ fMcra> 

snft^ gRT artte ^ g;^ j%gy ^ 3fg^ ™ ^ RJRftf^ra 3?^ gjT 

JRIRT f^ t I 

^ 2000 ?T2T[ 1999 ^ Wm ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ o^r^r ^ anWci^ ^ 3fq^ 

JnTFT ^ SJfTi 3TR^ ^ 5R^ 1^ # I 

^ 8 ^ 3TOT-3T^ ^ ^ ^ i[^m cTFRr ^ t | 

^ 3fk f%^ ^ ^ ^ 840^/2, 1260^/2, 1680^/2 ^ ^ 4 t I ^ ^ mo ^ 

4 Ty^ ^ I xyRRp^ 8 4 ^ Ti^ ^PRRer ^pRT ^ xr^ ^ ^SH 

jygpfy %2y7 ^ I ^ f^H T j^R f:- 


W^[4R{r ^0 fefOO, cTI^cTR ^ 3Tgf4 1.4.2000 ^ 

31.3.2001 

^ 3T^-3y^ %f42r4 ^ 8 4 ^4erw ^RT4 


^=31.68) 

3r»T.^. 000 snr.^. 

4 x?^ d 4 


4 





1680 

^/2 

1260^ 

/2t^ 

1680^ 

/2f%^ 

840^/ 

2f%q 




%TrT, 

n 


B 

mg 




B 








IHB 

l&i 



cTN ^th 


a 





HH 

{^■B 




m 


m 



IBI 









HHI 




^PTH 

HHI 


HB 

BOB 


I^BI 

BIH 



JleUifT 


EBI 

Ba 

mm 

IBB 

Hyj 

BBB 




nm 

ItaH 

■■ 

HBBI 

IBI 


bbi 

bbbi 


^m4TR(^ 









—_— 


m 

H 


H 


HI 

H 


[B 

4c?T ??m 
f^?F i 

tfrcroT 




b^bb 

IQH 



IBH 

I^B 

# 4! 

Ufa 








czrg* 

l!9 



^^B 

HHI 

bih 



■bb 


EB 


SB 

m 


























[HTTI— 73 ^ 1 ]. 


^ ; 3 RTWRT>r 


oJRT* 




m 






^RT 


*** 

4ct3|c 

HI 


m 

4c4e)|c 



[^SfH/ 

JRfT* 

♦ ♦♦ 


*tt 

H 

*** 


♦ ♦♦ 

4c** 

*** 

^RT 

itc^c^c 




*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 


E£&l 









^HH 

*** 

♦ ♦♦ 

*** 


*** 

*** 

♦ ♦♦ 

*** 


ynw 

14.59% 

— 

^1 

*** 

♦ ♦♦ 


♦♦♦ 



*** 


cTm 

14.2% 

IH 


■ 

♦ ♦♦ , 

H 

m 


* ** 


c^Rd 

5rf% 

f^m. 

*** 

H 

■ 

♦ ♦* 

♦ ♦♦ 

♦♦♦ 


*** 


3^1'Md 


In 


3|C^3iC 



n 



n^i^d 

*** 

**t 

♦ *♦ 

m 

♦ ♦♦ 

- 





in? R7 

3i1'Mc1 


♦♦♦ 


. 







* ^ SM ^ ^ ^ 3 rj?TR f^-^rtro ^ 

f^/yj^ii'Hl^ch ^ ?nf^ f I 

200 Q ^ ^ fcm^ ^ 

3 . 7.2003 ^ ^ ^ 31.12.2002 31.12.99 ^ wu^ 

^ ^ 3 TTO^ ^ fq 1 ?^ 5 R^ ^ 2 jt I ^ ^ 

TT^TT sn ^ ^ ^ srfir 5?^ ^ fc^^ ^ ^n 1 

^ ^ ^qR ^ ^ cfr^ ff^q^^q^qoqrq^ ^rut 

31 . 12.0 ^ ^ ^ ^ f^T^^rjJTR t :- 
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ITcfTOT t. ^ ^ ♦♦♦ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

wm *** ^ t I ^ ( ♦**)^ w ^ ^ 

^ *♦♦0/^ t I ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ♦**% 

t I 


^ ^ ^chdl t % ilRf^l^e 8 ^ f^ SIR, f^, 

3f|^ ^RTRf^ SRI ^ ^Rur SRff ^ ^ t, ^ cIFM ^ 

***%^^tl^^wn ♦♦♦+♦♦♦+♦♦♦=♦♦♦ 

O^ STSitcf *** ^ ^ST ^ ^ t I cTSirf^, 5RT \5^Q\«^ 'nxj 

elT'ff 3fr? ?rf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ f I ^fnpt ^ 2000 ^ ^I? ^?|tdT 

^grRT 3ft^ ft^t^THTRlt ^ ^ ^ W t 

^ ^ ^ 31^ ^ ?rm x^ ^ Tit^Rxr 

^ WcfT /1 ^JERT ^ 3RR 4 3ft^ ^ ^ ^«IT 

xRxJiti? SRI ^RiT xr5tf$RT ?rm xjg wrf^ ^ r smirfer ^1 

^ ^ ^«IT t 3fR TRR yrf^RT^ ^ iRTR # 

^TPJ ^5^ ^ t I 3R: Jllf^cbl^ ^ Mr^cf) ‘fe ^ felX? cITW ^ ^^T: RtlK'»F f^<ll t 

3fR HiRiH f^RfRd t I 

tl^ ^RR if XR ^ ^ XRj ^ ^ ^ ^ M 

t ^i^ wRR^r Pr^rt?!^ ^ fcj ^ ^ 

^ §3TT t ! ^ ^ ^ ^ 1^ xrrf^R>r?t ^ srt 3r^ ^ 

wm “ift ^nf^R t, sifei ?rrrr ^ ^ r ftsir t I ^ inf^ 

***%^^ t ! 

^ ^ xifRxi yf^^ddUNH 

^ ^ 3fR ^ ^ Ti 840^/2, 1260^/2, 1680^/2 ^ ^ ^ mRI^I^ 8 
^ ‘dr^ wm ^ ^ ^irt cttr ^ sil^ xR^d t I 

3R^Trix[cl^ ^ <^l<tyjcj <t7M*ft ^ ^(^cl ^IRI ^ I 8.7.2002 ^ xj^ ^ d6d 

x3TRr mf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ sn^ Ji^ 

t I 

^ 5Rft^ ?tdT t 3nWt ^ f^RR ^ g^-XR ^ %2JT XRIT t ^ 
l^lRRT f^RH CR^ ^ ilR ^ XRgd f^SIT XRJT f | ^jXRft ^ 3TXi^ 

">I'iTm ^ XpR vJXRSI t 3ft^ v3% ^ ^«IT ^ ^ 

^^Rxfr ^ t I 5RT ^ XRJT t % ^ 





[MPTI— 


"SBr <.hSI 45 ll : 
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jmFT ^ 3TOT ^ ^ t 3RT: ^ ^ arj^TH ^ i 4tr^d t 

^ 3TT^ ^ t sfk fJr^H fl>?JT t { 

3n^ ^ ^ T\^ f j iRT arr^ ar^^ ^ dT ^<jH 

^ T?^ ^ ^ W i4qf?m tizit t I aRrf^ ^ aR. ^ wr 
aIhRT MR<l^d ^ 31.68 ^ ^ t I 

vJm 4^ Hlfcl<bl ^ ai<Jd1<bH C5^ glj ^ ^ ^ ^RkTT t qRRue 8 ^ 

ar^^ ♦♦♦ amo ^ cpRT% ^ ^ ir afR ^ ftPmW %5 >3RT^ 

cfRcT ^ ^ ^ wi arrafer ^ # i ^ ^ ^ ^frftrat ^ 

ai^*iiPia ^ ^ ^ g^, d*l>W ^ ^ vJdlIdd ciMId ^TR^ glj ^ 3!R>% ^3^^ 

t i\ *** XT^ ^ f 11% ^ ^ mR<i^h ^ % MR<iRd §^ >3^ an^ **♦ 
aRO ^TeR t I 8.7.2002 ^ JRgd ^ tlRRlcd 7 ^ ^ dM jcki 

afkf%t^^^c^ ♦♦* ^ vjc^iqd ^ ^ ^ *** aRO ^ aTR>% 

t I ^ arr^arm ^ ^ ^ t i 

'««!«€( ^ ^ ^ aTR^ ^ ^ JR^ aficr>A$i tr gij ^ 

JRR c^ ^ czm g5t d^ ^ ♦** d9lW t I 3TR 

dSTT ar^d dviRd c^ diRUT JTlI^ d5t arfRf^ ^ ^ ^ “ift sm *♦♦ i;r^( 

*** aRO ^cl\) ^ ^?dr t I ^ dRR l^Rch JRR ^ 1%# a?RI 

and ^llRld d ^ ^ dRRd cTRd dHT ^ WdT t I 

nRfIne 7 c^ ar^dR d^ t ^ tr ^ ^ ♦♦♦ 

Tft.dd afk a?Ri dR^ ddTT^ dTt ♦♦♦ Tft.^ ^ t I 5^ #n ♦*♦ 

dddT t I ^ and ddllcft ^ ^ dTOR dRTdT t I ^ qRRiftd 

7 ^ (^-dR ar^^ dR^ d^ddTTdd c^ 5R^ d^ %dT t dT% yrted^t 

T7n^hjftdd> ddT arR ddTT^ d5t dRTdd d5t dTdT dd ddT RdT d^ I a?R d RT^ ^ 
dRTdd d^t dTdT dM gjM c^ aRTd ^ Rd c^ add^ %g aPTc^t dd^ ddl^ fld^t d^ 

dTdTart TR anmRd t i 

anddd ^ RRTTgdR t:- 


drtd ardl^- 1 . 4.2000 % 31 . 3.2001 dd? ^ dRdH 


Rd'^ui 

A.r^ 

dd^ d^ 

Wdd 

5RTd 

mR 4^ dMId 

*** 

*** 

dRiaf dIHiil 


*** 


*** 

*** 

RjJt) oqd 

Hit** 

*** 

Rdd cIMld 
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JIRT^r TO 

4>** 

f] 

^ 1 } 

*** 


ftg5t TO 

*** 


MiJll'OR* aiy 

*** 

**3ll 

3>cl cllMd 



Rxfl^ TO 

*** 

’tit* 

3Ry affldlcHIdiq> 

*** 

*** 

TOT 

*** 

*** 

3RT 'JM'W 

*** 

*** 

f^qel <7lHld 

*** 



^ ^ ♦♦♦ ^ ^ 

^ f^) if ^RqRci ( *** xpr^ ^ cZRT ^ ^ vjtrg^ ^/f%T^ M ^ 

*** ^ %5t *** OT. ^fcR ^ cZRT ^ TT^ t I ^ afhTRH 

*♦* t ^ 3Rr 3fm/xT^ m ^ ^ ^ srgj# ^ ^ ^ 

3jW cTFRT t I 

w^ tt^ if jw ^ t f^-fiR M/tPr^ ir ^ ^ 

3jW ^ wfT ^ ^ ^in^ff t I ^ ?R if fm] t wtt^ 

cTFRT ^q> t I tTSnf^ ^ ^ ^ sM ^ 3WR if ^ 

^ 11 ^ ^ ?R? ^ -JiTj srr^ w f^^m ^ ^ 

^ fvjRf ’rflni ?Rj '^'1<t>l PlelH W>t^cf ^ f^>?IT ^ f" I 

WTRIipiT 

gRT ^ 3r5^ w t if ir XH ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ %5t ^ ^ t I ^ '^m ^ if TH ^ ^ Rr^if^ t i ^ ^^if 

^ ^[§n^ fen ^ fe qMi'i ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^r^rm if wtr^i nn 

ferf^ WTRn cTFRT ^ armR TR fe!JT ^impiT I ^ TO ^ hItoT qfeff ^ nRTO ^ 
TOTRif gRrMnffe^TT^a#W^S!fR ^TTRST n# qRn? f I ^ 
^ W’e fW ^TOT t fe ^ ^ TOR if ^ ^ # T?n? ^ ^ f 

nRTO if n nt fe?ft if ^ ^ # xTt^ ^ fe5t ^ t ^ ir Tjn 

nn feifn 3Rr M fW 11 

TO: ^ R’^'f fenR?ft t ^ ^ TOcft t fe TOR if TOPT-STRn 

'3?qfe ^ ^ ?R if if JTl'HRlch ^Tift I ^ f^rf^ if ^ feTV 

nn nRron fer*^ 2000 ^ ^ arm ^ ^eji 

cmx ^ STTO ^ wMn v^RTO^ TO anro ^ ^ arj^ nRRi^e 8 ^ cto 
qfeff gRT nro ^ nf ^pnr ^ armR iRfesir w 1 1 
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Mcrr ^o f^oo, ^ wfir i .4.2000 % 

31.3.2002 ^=31.68) 

^ 3 rOT- 3 [OT tRrzRr ^ MRRi^e 8 ^r vSMd<ay 8 r.^. 000 



840^/2 

1260^/ 

2 

1680 

^/2 

1260^ 

/2lt^ 

1680^ 

/2^ 

840^/ 

2 ^ 




a^MKH/ 

R>4II. 


*** 

*** 

#*1c 

**1c 

*** 

Icicle 



14.59% 

♦ ♦♦ 

*«* 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Klclc 

♦ ♦♦ 

Icicle 

cim 

14.2% 



«** 

*** 

*** 

*** 




ciTMd 
jrfet R>yi 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 





inRn 

14.59% 


*** 


♦ ♦♦ 






14.2% 

*** 

*** 

### 

*«« 

*** 

Ic*# 

*** 



dMId 

srfet 

♦ ♦♦ 

*** 

9|!lc# 


*** 


chicle 

*** 

*** 

iTlfe 

afl^Rf 


*** 









P w fag ^ Hl(^<l> l ^ 5RT SnRlt ^ 3ffNfir «Rnt t ^ 

f TRgcT ^ ^ 3trR «n 3ft7 Rmtcl^ BRT ift W 

11 Praf?!^ 5RT ^ ^ fc& ^ cfe ^r ^iPRCTft ^ 

«St 3ltT ^ 5RT ift W ^ Hll^cbl^ <^t vHHcblll 

error w 1 1 areir^, 3r^ aro^ ^ Prot^r^ ^ ar^^ jr^gcr ^ 
ftif I vr<: i ^vu i wl ^ fSr^RnfM ^ w «n gft 

rrfWf, ^rro^ ^ ^r^ ^ rj^r €t ^ xjp? ^ gSt vJcmw^ cTTOcT ^ ewr 
Meb i ftro roPfe qSt nRr 1 


(^) cii^(ii«i ^ arro \3oii««'^/Pr<iI«icD 

^ ^TTOT t % dl^<iH ^ 3RT v3^n^/R^ldch fMRd im ^ 

^ ^ fen t afR fefe n5tw ^ ^ ^ n5t 

t I aro: ^iR|4>i^ ^ vJd^id4>VRl^cra^ ^ aRT^?M nr^ t afR vi4d<ti ^ 

^ arj^ <bRcrr^ ^ t 1 ar^^ am?#^ feitn^ ^ «iRlcr>i^ ^ ^nwnr |[r 

' ^ ww^ ^ ^r ^ ♦♦♦ amo afR f%n ^ **♦ amo ^R^/fem. 

^<*7K ^ 11 
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THEGAZE TIE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


^0 

^ 3 ^ 3rjfIR ^ ^ TflR^ ^ ^T 

f%# 3r?I ^ ^ fMcT ^ ^ ^ ^JrTTT ^ sft I Mcff ^ ^ 

840^/2, 1260^/2 ^2IT 1680^/2 M (^ ^ ^ ^ t I it i>fl[^ ^ 

M ^ 8 ^TTO ^ ^ ^ feXT TTXf f I ijRf^lSci 

9 3fr^ io(^#^ RM slk f\m ^ ^ ^ ^ ^) ^ i68o#/2 

^ MRcbfJid ^ ^ ^ t j MRRl^e 4(ifTR^ ^ f^^ricT %5 g^NcT ^R4HI) 

3lt ^ ^ ^2IT ^YcIRT jnTRt ^ lel^ ^DTRltvjpft ^ R)4l ^ 1 

prrtor^t sm ^ 

84o^/2(ir)-^ cf5t^ ^ ^ *♦* mo ^0* ^ %ziT m\ t i 3 -^ ^ ^ 

^ ^mcHF % ^ ^ 3Rf?r ^ ^RR ^flR^ ^ *** 3R0 ^0 ^ **♦ %.TIT. 

^ ^TRT ^ te?r ^ t f cf^Rm*** 3R0 ^0 t I ♦♦♦ 3R0 ^0 ^ 
*** 3R0 ^0/f^.TIT. ^ 3RT^ TfTT#, **♦ 3R0 ^0 ^ ^ ?T2n 

*** 3mo ^o/fen. ^ ftR TR^ ^ ^ tPK^Hi m w^>R tct ♦♦♦ mo 
^0/%.TIT. t 1 1680 ^/2(^) ^ cbK^MI ^TDRT *** /f^.TlT. t sfR (t>K^MI 
^ TR 4^ elFRT ^ 3ff^ t I 

jnRr^T^ ^ ^ cFT^ t % M ^ ^ ^ *** /f^.m ^ ^ 

vwRr ^ ^ RmRf ci?r 2ft Rtwt ^ *** srftR^ ^stct? 5>n i 

^ ^ 31^^ ^ITR^tRFTt TR ^ ^ R^rlR iH ^ ^ ^ M ^ 

4>K'!.dHf RfcFTRft XT^ ^iRr fRft?I 3?f^mTf^ cfftiR 1260^/2('^) ^ *** /f^.TlT. 

c^ 3F?i xj^ i ^^ / Pt^fdcb : 

]?Tf^<-R^ Cfft ^ |3n t % ^ 3TR ddIld4>VR^f^4>1‘ ^ fWRa 5m ^ 

5mT^ ^ ^ fim t 3fk ^ihm' RmRr ^mr xmr ^ ^Rfei 

^^RT 5R^ cfft ^ I ^^TRl4^i’ft ^ ^^tftRpTT ^ 3TR R'yldcrjl/'dd^lc^crjj ^ 'ti6^Vl MIR 
^ ^ xt^RcI^ ft ^3 XR[r XT^fft^cHR fftRT t I 

5nfft’<?>Tft ft OTfft ^ fft^ cfftTR *** /f^.-JJT. ^gRR Rftt ft 3#^ ^ 

f^lT Tp;7 *** ^ STjrftft ftft gX^ chK^yiHI fftcRxftt TT^ fft^ cfftrR *** 

xrR^Rid ft i 

(xg) cfftRdI 

xtRRi^ 3 ft ^ ftt^TT ft % “Rra ^ fftnfelR^d ^TPjfM ^ ^ fti- 


1 




[VFTI— 
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^(^57.^.) 






1260^/2(^ 

*** 

«♦* 

««♦ 

1260^/3(^ t^Q*) 



**4t 

1680^/2(^ 

4ei« 

*** 

«** 

1680^/2 

dtc^itili 


)|t4c4c 






4 ^ ^raf5T ^ ^ gmr tn? (»trct ft^ifcr ^ ftn? 


l260^/2(^ ^^firg>)- MRf^lce 4 # mw ^jT ^ f^ ^ ^T ^ 

^ ft t ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ m ^ 12GCff\/2 

(3iMR*^d ^ RuM ^ ^ sTcTrar aid^vil^ w, f^f^, 3Rf, 

^ Tjt 3F?i ^ftRrdr # I ♦** ar.^./f^.nT. (^ % ^rRf^ 3 ^r 
^ %?JT w ^ ^ 3tW ^ ^ 47 ^ 

1260^/2 ^ chK^HI gR TR Rmfe ♦♦* «R^ t I 

i26o^t/3(^ MRRitd 4 ^ ^ Rr^rt^r ^ f^ ff?ft ^jRrt ^ ^r ^^ft ^ vi^ 

3fr ^ ^ ^ 3fR 4K ^ wfTf^ feTT? m ^ f^ t R»r^ 1200^/3 

(anrRiii^d ^ R?M ^ Rtt? ije/4>^9Ff[ ^ 3 t^ w, #sf^, srt, 

ftM w, #»TT xT^ 3Rr fiiRr^ f I **♦ sr.^./f^.m (^ irRf^ 3 ^r 
^ ■rmr ^ ^ sftTO ^f5Rm tR tr ^ ^ 4k 

1260^/3 ^ f^ cj>K^Hl gR TR Rr?rt^ *♦* 3r.^./%.lIT. fiPT^ ^ I 

1680;St/2(^ tftf^)- ttRRp^ 4 ^r TffRd ^ Rnrt?T ^ fefTT f|g?^ ^jRtcT ^T ^ 

3fr ^ ^ 3fR 4K JnTRf ^ feHT ^TTTPft^ ^ ^ f^ t f^pRr 1260^/2 
(wR^ ^ feR ^ 3RfM 3tcTM^ W, f^fePT, 3RT, 

RM w, ^ Tj^ 3 RI ?rTRic 71 l *** 3 r.^./%.iiT. (^ % MRRi^d 3 ^ 

^ %?JT ^ ^ ^ 3fhH?T ^.3n^.XTT|) TR TK ^ ^ 

1680^/2 ^ fen? ^fJR^IHT gR TR f^TlfcT *** 3T.^./%.1IT. sPT^ t I 

1680;lt/2(ftT^ mRR|i<i 4 f ^ RPiRt ^ fen? ftg?f g>RT?T ^ ^ gMf ^ 
TTT?? 3fr 4t ^ 3fR ^ ^r jnrRr ^ f^ ^hi41^hh 1 ^ ^ f^ % RnRf i6800^/2 
(f^r:^ T^ft^) ^ ^ f) 3TW^ 3RT^#zr-W, f^fePT/ 3Rf, 

w, ^hTT tt4 3 P^ ?nRr^ f i *** ar.^./f^.m (^ % TrRRne 3 ^r ^ 

"'PIT ^ ^ 3fRPT ^.^nt.XJTI) TR TR f^^ ^ ^ ^ 1260^/2 ^ f^ 

4>K^HI ^ tr Rprt^ ♦♦♦ ST.^./f^.lUT. ^^ft t I f%^ RePH ^ Wm ^ 

1680^/2 f^r:^ ^ ^T ^ IJOTT W t ^ ^ 

chR^Ml gR TR Rpl^ ^5fW Rtchlcfl ^ ^ I 


833 GI/2003—8 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTllAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


5RT 


yif^cbi^ ^ f ^ tiRf^ 9 ^ ^ ^ 

ReiilH ^ eTHM ^ ^ v3Mel«^ t I Jlfct ftcRH c^FRT 

1260^/2(^ ^ f^ *** ^.^./f^.TH. 3lk 1890^/2 ^ 

*** 3I.;^./f^.IIT. t I RdiiH ^ eTHRT efr^T^ *♦* 3I.^./f^.TJT. t I Mcl^ 

(1260 ^/2, 1260 ^/3 ^ 1680 ^/2) ^ ^ 

t I ^ 1680 ^/2 W t f^RT^ ^ v54d^ ^ 

f I 


f^-RFT (^) ^ cbKyym ^ ip? Rr?rf^ PlHI^'HK t- 

1260i^/2-3T.;^. *** /f^.^. (3 rR^ ^ f^) 

1260^/3-31.;^. /f^.^. (3IMR«^d ^ leTC?) 

1680i^/2-3T.;^. *** /%.m (3i'M-RjSJ?d ^ 

1680^/3-31.;^. *** /f^.m (Tt ^ MR<t)ie1d) 


cij^Riii c^ 3F2I v}cHic;ch/PltiIdc»>: 

^ ^ t cblR^I ^ 31^ \3dircr<5^/Pl^ld<t)'1' R^lRd JR^TT^ ^ 

^ fen t 3ik 'diHi^ feitd dsii Hifer ^ ^ 
n# ^ t I mfein^ ^ ^F5tfen ^ 3RI feifd^/^Rnr^ ^ ^ 3rnR ^ R^ 

'dcjldH ;qw fegnn ffen t i 


n^tRnr ^ 3 iwM feifeR ^ M ^ c^k^hi m, ^ Rfe^ ^fer 

*** 3T.;ST./fe.nT.(t 3fR *** 3T.;gT./feTIT.(feT feltRd ^ t I 


(^) anf an|^: 

ferf^T 

^ 3fj4?T 2 ^ d?d ^trl 3inRr ^ ^RH ^ ^ ^ Rfe^ RRfe ^ ^ 
fe? t I ^[fefr ^ ^ ^ *** fe.nr. 3fR ^ fr ^ **♦ fe.in. ^ Rfe^ fe^n t 

RiHchi fe[ *** fe.nr. 6pnn t 3ife;^ ^ 3fe^ ^ ^Rh 

3818443 nn fefe Tpn t 1 ^ 3RR fel dSIT 4RdR^ 3IFHH ^ ^ 

t i dsnR, ^fe feifen ^ ntfei 4[5t t ferrn ^ 

fefdT t I 


mRd 3ft^ fefe *** d?d/fenT. t I 

^ 5?Fd 3TPlfe ^ d5RU[ d?nTd ^ dT'H ^ 3TRr^ dd dTdT 

f^vTJT t I ^ *** d?d/fe.nT. 6pfe t i cffeft ^ ^ ^?fer WFR ^ JTRM-nd ^ 

d>Wl^d fei? t I d? JTRTR-nd Rfel ^ ^ d^feeR ^ ^ddfel JTRM-nd ^ 



[VPTI—-gpngl] 


; gr^iniKu i 
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^ t ?rag5T Brote trit t 36 (i)(2) ^ cIFcT fMcT 

^ 'JcmKi ^ fcTtj arraifcRT aft? 3fR??ig; ? nnfjjif i ir 15 iggg ^ 

14 3 rfR 3 2001 era; gft araftr ^ f^rc; atrara ^ j^s t -1 ft uftg araift ft *** 
55^^fH^ c(maTOfftRjTt'if?ra)t5erarft^ft ***tft5,iiT. ^fft^fW 

t (hPRim 35 ; ^ ar^ifn? m?er *** tft;.iiT.4aRi ft?r *** fft;.iiT.) ^j^ei emr *** 

^/f^.Tir. ?;mT 11 fft ^ ft; **♦ 55cr/%.m. ^ cnftt ft ^ fftsjr ;rar 11 
graftt ft ?rg # ^ aft? ^ ft)Tn ^ for? gftftftr ^ ^ ftt t l gtepft ft 

fftrar t fft; ^ g;i?Dr ?rarftiun'i ft araM^j irr^r ift ?nfirar t 1 *** 

Ifteftel ^ 'Hl*lft 4<liau| ?ig5H ^0 530203 ^ 3ig?TT? f ^fcR l gft *** 
5?eT t jr«rra **• ^/f^.ra. t 1 5 ?raft arj;# ftt ^ t l 

ft raft ^ ^Hraftrara ^ ^ fft^ t | ^ ?to 

530203 ft; 3f5?n? t TJ ft; ♦♦* fft;,uT. ^ fft^ftcT ^ ;raT t I fftr?i^ ftm 

4?eT t aft? fftrwT pTira **♦ 5?ef/l^.iiT. t I 5 ?raft a^jufft ftt Tif f l 

^ ^ fcift ?rarftrararap ^rai^qr 1 1 w fto -530202 

^ 3i5?n? t fftnaft ej ^ f^j.-jr. 3 ;; fft?fe ^?ikT fftr?raa zfta ♦♦* 553 
t aft? f^'Mw para *** a^/1%.'?iT. ft 15 ?ra)t arjafft ftt rat 1 

fra raraiftraiftt aft aifrafft ftft jft rara fftrafra raftrara *** ra5ef/fft;.rar. raraeft t I 

ft;?; rang ft rafftaftcra fftraftr aftrara aft rang ift aft rat t 1 a;.^, ^ ?ft ant rara; 

fttrai^ ft^ ft ^ aft aigrafft ♦*• a?,^./f^.rar. aft ftt rat aft aft? fftgfg aftrara *** 
ai.^./f^.rar. aft aft 1 


rasgralft gftlsiT a; fthrara ?ft ant w; fttrara; ipg .*** 3f.^,/fft;,raT. ara ft aft? ♦** ^ 
?iraTftrraraf ^ aiftftfft ftft ^ aig aiK^am gR a? fftgfg gftgg *** a?,fT,/f^.raT. arafti t 1 

ra? ^ rarr ?TOgr 11% ft^ rang aft gcRT ft ?ft ant ftra; aftrag ft fftf ft t rarafft; 

, airaratrarra asratftar ?rraira ?t ft 1 

rarararaif^ 

aiffraraa aftftftt gen ••* ragg fftratra aftrag ra?ftgRaRft ^ ara *** afg/fft;.raT. ^ 
?nraTrai ^ ^ angi? ra? arara rarfSrra - ** agg aragr t 1 gg fftaftg aftrag ^ 0 035 
pf?Rigt I 

«^iS» ^ 3Ri ^ggg^/fftgfga; 

raj>igra fftraig aftrag ( ♦♦* agg, ar.gr. ft afMftg) a? fftgr? a^ft ^ arg aft? 
ant^ a; ggaVft fftg%^ 5RT fftra? rax; gift ^ arjgr? ?rRTfttrarrai( *♦* agg) aft arjrafcT 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


Part I—Sec. 1] 


^ ^ ^♦** 31OTT *** 

% I 

(V) «lMt, ?TI#5R 

^ 3jk ^ M ^ ftp? f^rafcT %g 

^HYxRT % I ^ ^ ftn;? ‘HT? >H'HT4t5if^ # ^ ^ ^ M<^cl 

^ ftj^n 11 ^ *** ^.^./ft>.TJT. ^ sflw f^ratcf ^ *♦* 3nT.^. c^ 

c^ **’*' (l^ ^ R^ld ftwl ®IT I ^ 

(***%), ^ftR, ^ ftp? ?im tsftn c^ 

^ ^ ft>^ t I ^ ^ *** 3 r.^./ft>.TIT. t I 

I cisnft 

c^ sr^rrar ^ sfr? 315^ ft>^ ^ ^ ^ 3FpfR miR<*>ix 1 

^ ^ ^ 11 

^R ' ^T^ T ^ ^ S^RRfrf^ ^*11% sftW f^nsfe *♦* ^.^./f^.UT. <iHcll t I 
q)RH>H 1 ^tter ^0 ftlO, cfT^gPT 


^r^-aicR cfe ftffj Mftftivj 8 ^ gjrrft anr ^ ^ 



840^/2 

1260it/2 

1680^/2 

i26<Fi)/a 

f^ 

1«l0^/2 

840^/2 

1^ 

>Jd(T5^/ 

f^.UT, 

«*« 

*** 

♦ ♦♦ 

♦ ♦♦ 

*** 

*9|C)|t 

/S- T -- 

M^JtcI 

cbROT=ll 

SR^ 



... 

«*« 

*** 


ITTRcT 

3ft^ 








d i jc l R cfe aRI \J?q!5^/Pmto 


*** 31.^, ^ mRd 3flw ppytcf IR ft^TR ^ 3fR 

^ ^ ^ ^ *** ^5IeR ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

t ^ ftp? IR W ■JTrRd 3 frRd ft^rtd ^tItRT *** ’^fcR/ft’.TJT., t 3 jk 

^ ftp? ♦** ^rcR/ft>.T3T. ^ ^ ^ ft^rtcT ^ ^ OTT *♦* 

^ ^ ^ ^ dnraYvff^l ^ 3151# ^ c^ ^ ftp? 




[VFU— 
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(^) r(t^ : 

M i 1^<f>T^ ^ M i e^M P i ^iH i ^ 1 ^ w ^>R?t sfR 

qre:^ h i R r ^ Rgkw ^ ^nRci ^ R^ ^ sphR g5t ^fnm ^ftR w srjmw 
% I vJq4<WI5W? (f)IWHl §R qp? ^*5^ cl«n tr>K<aHl R^ ^ 
STTETR qR MiR 4>T'^ ^ ^ R<i^d<T>1 ^ *11*1 el ^ ’TTRr ^ R^lh^ RR 


cnf^ ^ 3ipR R^ %: 


<7 

^oiiQc6/R«ld[^ 

MTd^ *111^^ (%) 



4mfi^ ^ 
(3T.¥I./feW.) 

H4IW 

(aT.¥i./few.) 

TO?f 

*nf5R 


(l) ifo ’ftfl’iSta <»^ri6*T 

840/2(^ 
ipn f%^* f%q 
einRT ^ 

^nRef ^ ^ 

8T.¥I. *** 

840^/2 
(fMfiRT t) 

3I.«t. *** 

10.46% 


' 

1260/2(^ 

TfzjT Rq 

cTFRl ^ 

^ttR^ ^ q)R 
^ qR) 

3I.¥I. *** 

1260^/2 
(R-<srtlcm t) 

ar.<R. *** 

7.84% 



1680/2(t) 

qRq^feR 

q>Rd 

ar.^. *** 

16)80^/2 
(RzriRcf t 

3r.¥i. *** 

15.58% 


(2) SRJ 

^<mQ^/R^fd<iil> 

ar.^. *** 

ar.^. *** 

23.08% 
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THE GAZhTIH OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sec, I] 



(l) 4o cfeERlt. 

1260^/2 tr 

ai.sr. *** 

1260^/2 

ar.at. *** 

18.6% 



1260^/3(T») 

3r.3t.3 *** 

1260^/3 t» 

ar.at. *** 

12.74% 



1680^/2(it) 

3R.^. **♦ 

1680^/2 

3R.^. ♦•♦ 

16.50% 


■ 

1680^/2 

(f^ 

3nT.^. ♦♦♦ 

1680^/2 

♦** 

30.60% 


(2) 3Rr ^ 

■>3W(<J*/Pl«ldeb 

tr *♦♦ 

^raR 

«*4( 

♦♦♦ 

♦♦* 

29.67% 

30.60% 


(1) ^0 «Ilt 


m.^. *♦* 

0“ o3S*A 


(2) 3RI inft 

'Swictc/RdFctte 

**♦ 

am.^, *** 

12.80% 

cfTfcn^i 

(i) Ao 

840^/2tr 

m.^. ♦*♦ 

m.^. *♦♦ 

18.37% 


1260^/2-fr 

♦♦♦ 

3nT.^. ♦*♦ 

16.28% 


1680if/2-ir 

3RT.^. *** 

m.^. *♦♦ 

16.16% 



*** 

m.^. **♦ 

16.33% 



3rR.^. *** 

*** 

16.85% 



♦♦* 

•*♦ 

14.97% 



3m.^. *** 

3m.^. •*♦ 

16.62% 


11, 3r5?g-ll ^ ^ ^ ir ^sficiT t ^ 

^ m^-R ^ *.mfei ^TRRfr ^ ^rm, ?rr 

^3^ 5n?m OTT ^ M>R ^ ^ ^ arrarrat ^ MR»iT*fi 

w ?T«fr ^ §1 ^ ?iTte ^ I 

*<^Hdl W Mifid ^JIRHcit ^ yw W f^WR 'fnRT ^ ^fR^TT 3n<IY^r^ ^JTOTF ^SfldT 
t Mlf^cl 3j|iild'1 ^ ^^RUT ^RRd ^T ^R^TFf ^R^^ ^ ^i(d c[>t ^ g>t*id ^ 
vJeef^Srfr?! Hl'^ldci 3TT^ t, 3T8M ^^*id ^IRTeiT 3nf # ^ % SRRTT 

^ rraF) ^ ^ I 

11 ^ 3T?rfe 3?^^- II (iii)^[ air^ ttr^tpi f^RR w t ^ ^ 

3lf^ ^ ^ ^ ^IRTRfr ^ WRM ^ ^ W ^ prfgv 

U|R1<M^ cr>< 1 c 1 ^ f^rf^ ^ 3ifdldl ^ JTRTR ^ ^tT 4I ^ ^fg" 

5R^ ^ wmdt ^ RyfRd RTSR RlfvR f^td <I>lRd ^ 











































MR?! *. 
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^ ^ ^ jffcRRT ^ 3ritm> t alkir^ ^ ^ ajRRff ^ ^ 

^ 30% ^ 3% % arsi^ vif?i siOT-aiOT %?it ^ Pl^la 3% % ^ 3TRn?it ^ ^rcr%t 

^mn ^ ^ ^ 7 % % 3(^51 sjk 3rraT%r ^ imra ^ 

3i'wiRtd den ^niH ^ ^ 5^ d>t f^ifM ^ dfer 11 

nTf%n>T% ^ t %?ft % 3nni%r d>t nr^r den wn nrf^ dn^ Pmn 

11 % RvyjRd #nT3% % 3rfimj 11 

nRd % vjtiVi w 3nmdt ^ irom d>t wrid d>^ ^ Bn d^ f^nmn^ ^ 
3T^- II (iv)^ 3T5ddi[ % ^ d^d^ W f%dK ^ dd>% t ^ d^ d)t f^jfcT ^ 
nnm dr^.# ^ ddndn. «rndr nn dnntn. fe>t d>t nr^n, ndR; efmjRdT, 
nrf^r, nidn d5t nidT 3fR f^rn^ afR f^RT^dR f- 

(^) 3nnRrt ^ nrdT 


^ ai^piR ni^(^7r.) 



1998-99 

1999-2000 

^ 3rald(l 3lft^ 2000- 
31 «n^200l) 


19,29,424 


29,90,624 

cbtRni 

37.13,979 

16,14,684 

16,21,698 


49,94,124 

52.86.331 

38.18.443 

di;dR 

39,25,564 

49.79,795 

63.62,563 

dn-%?r 

1,45,63,091 


1.47.93,328 

3Fd yJd 

21,41,719 

25,34,450 

34,59,212 

^3mrrd 

1,67,04,810 

1,66,49,432 

1,82,52,540 


nrtor^ % dn^ dm ^ jratdnm ^ ^ 3n^ xm ^ ^ 3n^ w 1%?0Td f^mr t 

d?fr% ^ ^ %130^ xm nd dndf ndnt ^ dTl^jjdd?td 3nd>^ ^ dndnr ^5^ t 

3%^ 3ndTd d44t 3iicr>'§l ^ % dB n>6l dr dd^dT % dn% %d % §n 5 >c^ 3ndTdt d)I 

nmT d^f^ dd % ndfSd #%t t i 

XJd %t xnn ^ ^ 3rTdTdt % did 3{df% ^ ^dd 98-99 d>t ^ddl % 9.26% dd^ ddT 
99-2000 ^eirJl % 9.63% ?Td> ^ % I dd^ % d«t<d ^ 3n2ndt % 

ffe 1999-00 d5t ^ddT % 4.8% ^ alt 3!k f^Jd% 1998-99 ^ dR % 99-2000 % 

3.71% dd5 d5t ^ 30^ aft I ^ 30^ dd % did 31dl% ^ 3nd7d 

3nd?% 5R^ % I dB ^'idl dT dd^dT % 1% 3)01 sndTdt dan dd^ % sndTdt dft 

mdT % 1998-99 ^ dR dft ^ddT % ^ 1^ t I 

^ 3 ndT%r ^ % ^ dn % dd^ %dt % snnnfr dn f^Rn 1998-99 % 87.18% % ^f%n 

dn % dddR 1999-000 % 84.78% dk did 3Tdf% ^ 4dd 81.05% ^ ddT t I 3Id: ^ 
3ndTdt ^ fl# ^ dn % dd^M % 3ndTdt ^ f|# % f%ddd dd W ndSfd ^ t I 
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(^) sdcMIcJH Tjg OTcH 


^iRicbichTijait ^ fiTiraT, ci«n eron ^ sir: 


<ijiRicrj|<?>-crt 


■^iRci 

aTOr(tt.^n) 

v3c^IWH 

aindi ^mi\*\% 

v3^ 

1998-99 

39500 

29755 

75.32 


1999-2000 

39500 

34531 

87.42 


viim a[^ 




^an^^ f^o 


18300 

16468 

89.99 

T?HaiK^ f^o 


78500 

6116 

81.53 

Reitn f^o 


7200 

5688 

79. 



6500 

2140 

32.92 

vj€itn(^) 


39500 

30412 

77.00 


^ ^ ^ amr 39500 ^ ^ t 1 

v3^ 1999-2000 ^ 34531 ^ «n ^ 2000-01 ^ 

30412 ^ w I ^ f^Rrau ant ^ fnf^ aron vsm^Vi tt 1999- 

2000 ^ 87.42% ^ niR 2000-01 77.0% tt I vJc^IKH ^ >3^ 

^ W W f^o ^ war w^Ri ^ ^ ^ ^ ant ^ ^ <t)iM>cil ^ 

32.92% 8n I ^ an?! ^ aron ^ w ^iRid «iti 

(n) ^fsSt wpm 

nrf^^T^ait ^ ^ nt ^ ^rrsn afk ^3^ ^ PiHi^^nR «iT: 
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^3?fr»T ^ 1999-00 ^ 34490 ^ 5^ «ft I ^ 2000-01 ^ 

TfZ ^ 30481 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 4009 ^ ^ PixiQC ^ ^CSt %l 

jrfcf^ ^ w ^r PRra^ 11.62% t 1 ?T«nft. ^ ftaft ^ 

1998-99 ^ gcRT ^ ^ ^ ft t I ^ ^ foRT # ^ 

^ <^XI*1 VJEll^l <i>t ^Axict cj5t®i^it ^ ^ ft ^ 


^Tray(^.g^) 



1998-99 

1999-00 

2000-01 

3imia 

16705 

16649 

18252 

vjeiVi 

28559 

34490 

30481 


9485* 

10172 

9642* 

’Tm(cm’T) 

54749 

61311 

59575, 


52.16% 

56.25% 

,52.04% 

3?T^n?fr ^ ft^% 

30.51% 

27.15 

31.16% 

Mlf^d 3ir-yT^ ^ 
f|^7« 

26.59%' 

23.02% 

25.29% 


♦ ^5r«pft ^ ^ 

^ ^r ^ amrot ^ 98-99, 99-2000 ^ ^im ^ 5 >»r?r: 30.51% 

27.15% 31.16% ^ «JT I ’TFT ^ ^ Mlf^d ^ 98-99, 99- 

2000 ^ ^ 26.6% 23.02% 3jk 25.26% ^ «n 1 ’TFT # 

^ ^ I ^ ^ 3?T2n?fr ^ fl# ^ ’TT^ t ^ 98-99 

^ ’TTfer 3 ?T 2 n^ ^ flOTfr Prt^ snt 11 ^ 2000-01 ^ 1603 ’ft.e^r ^ 

3l|{j|d1 ^ ^ >3^ ^nf^^T^cfeft ^ ’TT^ ^ 3ITt 4009 ’ft.^ cT^ ^ PRT4^ ^ 

Wl5t ^ t I 


(tt) ^NcT ^NcT iTO 

^ ^ ^ 3nt ^ ^ 3Tra>#r ^ ai^JXlk ^>tJTct ft’=TTfHR #: 


1998-99 


EISKLAiiII 


tOafnf^/Tv’n 



39.25,564 


126.45 

178.80 


19,29,424 


130.12 

184.00 


37,13,979 

47,16,81,739 

127.00 

179.58 


49,94,124 

63,11,11,954 

126.37 

178.69 

1999-00 



f5f(«0) 



dl^dM 

49,79,795 

64,88,81,537 

130.30 

184.25 


WrVJA%)[Pl 

27,59,88,575 

123.53 

174.67 
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^y^]llllllllllll^ 

16,14,684 

2(),40,48,125 

126.37 

178.69 


52,86,331 

65,57,53,091 

124.05 

. 175.40 

2000-01 


’inn’(f^.in) 

5S(TO) , 

fc4{tslLPi?i:ryn2Sni 



63,62 

95,01,42,262 

149.33 



29,90,624 


150.12 

189.52 

47lRiH 

16,21,698 

.24,13,84,18 

148.85 

187.92 


38,18,443 

68,19,41,882 

152.40 

192.41 


g>t WIT 40% #^TT ^ 1998-99, 99-00 ^ 1% JTRT^ sfk 

2000-1 3Hfe) ^ 25% #fTT ^ ^ ^ ^ g>t ''if t I 






aTRRft ^ Rp 


Rlf^ 




dl4<1H 

1998-99 

44* 

184.00 

179.58 

178.69 

178.5 

1999-2000 

444 

174.67 

178.69 

175.4 

184.25 

^ argRr 

444 

189.52 

187.92 

192.41 

188.53 


^ ^ t ^ ^ ^ ^ ftg 5 t inf^ 98-99 ^ 99- 

00 ^ #^EiR§3n 11 ^ ^ ^ siraicff ^ ^ ^ ^ 

rciRtct 11 

ari^ aPRR ^ ^ 

afk 1^ ^ ttt w ^ arraicft ^ ^rsraR ^ Wcn t l ^i«nPr, ri(^^ ^ ^ 

«nt ifRi Tfi? fMci ^ ^ ^Tsnft ^ 

i^r^rftRR SRI ^ fMci 'm sn 1 ^ f^fRtn irt 

^ 3rt^4>|!^i Mm i ^ ^r I ^T«nPr ^ 

^ arf^^ arraRT t ^ ftf t ^ ^ h i R I 4>i^ % w w( Mr ^ 

Priild<t>1 §Rr JKR ^ ^ «ft a(k Rfg ^ pRT ^nRl<l^|ct>TlM ^ 

R>t pHT ^nf^^Rnibff ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^fim ^ Rrar ^ % Pinf^f^d dif^4>i ^ ^ ^ t- 




aimiefj ^ q-p 45lHd 


T4R51 Rll^ 


tpiRdf 





■■■HH 

lK">4 

V f 

R57? 




4-4:4- 


fMcI 










iilig^ 



BBEB 

af^RT 


189.52 

187.92 

192.41 

188.53 
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(^r) pirau4<cn: 

P l Hfclf^ d i f^<t> l ^ ^ ^ ^ t vJWrdH HPRT ^ Pkxiqc ^ t ^ 

jnf^ ^ ^ ^ t I ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ W t Vlf^ 

te>t ^ §3rr 98-99 ^ -19.72/fe.1IT. ^ tjc<i>x vira 3»raft ^ -8.75/%.IIT. ^ 


W t I 



98-99 

99-2000 

OTft 

v5<m«=f 

‘ 



^171^(^/f^.1IT.) 





««« 

*«« 

*** 



««♦ 

*«♦ 



♦ ♦♦ 




♦#♦ 





' 

5cT 

♦ ♦♦ 

**« 

♦♦♦ 

f^f^ *JC«I 




(^/Ife.UI.)^^ 




TO® ^ 





♦ «« 


♦«« 


' **« 




#♦* 

««♦ 

«** 


*«♦ 

«** 




' ■■. 




KCEi^^^Hli 

«♦« 

clW/^lPt 




(?50/fifc.TIT.) 





*** 


««« 


♦ 4t# 

iHQBIHIIIIIHH 



|||^^■■||B|| 

ilBZiHHHHi 

«♦« 



*** 


f^ 



**■' 


(19.72) 

IBIEimi^H 

(8.75) 


(^.) atem {^.^) 

^ l Rl<hl»f rtgft ^ 3Tfct*T ^ dl(ct<^ ^ fe? ^ #> 



98-99 

S^-20p0 


3)RW TSRB (lik.CT) 

1767 

529 

1249 


31 2000 ^ 3ifct*T ^5r^, 1999 t200 ^ ^ ^ 6 ^ ^ 

vj|<jf^ 31 2001 ^ 3Tf?R 2000-01 ^ ^ ^ 15 ^ ^ 

«IT I d«nf^r mR l <5T ^ ^ ^ t ^ f^RT^ (4009 T^r.^ ^ cfWT), ^r 
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^ ^ %, 3lk 3miTd ^ 3wm ^mrr ^ 

^ ^ I 

(W) yWlK cWT ^H5T:- 

1999-2000 ^ ^ JRR oqR^ifl ^ W 

A 4187 €jt I ^ ^ ar^ ^ 3927 I ^ ^3fHT 

<tiMPi«u1 5RT ^ <*>4iiiR41 ^ ^ 

^ <b4TiiM ^ ^ t I cwift, ormcTR ^ ^ 

^>RUT ^?R ^ ^ cTWT ^ I OT mfer arrarat m jnira Bsrar miixmi ?w 
vdejVi ^?R ^ <t»!^ ^ felfcl ^ eVll 1 

(^ ’icoQ HcHii^ ?WT PK^^I <i>x^ ^ ^t*iai*- 

^ ^ c^ 4RnT ^?TcRT wt ^ ^ ^raiF trf ^mm w tl 

^ ^ ^ ^ enrnRrn ^r ift Mlcl^d ^f^TTcTf?^ 

mP i cii i ^ SRI x?5t ani ift ^ wn 

^^rfcP? ^ ^r RHfc!%d .^>R^ ^ arraR ir ^o 

^ ^ ^ 1?^ an^ ift ^ ft>?n t-- 

(^) ^ ^ vje/1 <1 c|>r fjxxn 5JT : 

(^) #5^ ^aft ^ ^ Vl^l<i4>i ^r ^ ^ t: 

(^) 4o #5^ ^ ^ ^ ^R^2iRf^ w^m viiM ir‘ ^ ^ ^ fcR ^ 

^ 11 

(^) vddl^i ^ arj5RfR ^ ^ qifil^T #5^t '^[^, vseilq ^ 

^ ^ t I ^ >{TTRT vd^Vi ^ af^sratn f^flr^ ^ ^ ^ ^ c^r xje^<g ■=t^ 
cF>^?TT vjtiq ^ f^RfT cHTT afR SfFRT XJ^q^l vJMdttl ^ fcR *1^ %> 

(^.) #5^ ^ ^iRi^T ^ ^ cF^: 

(^) ^ xT?r ^ ^ ^ Tjcqr^ Ri^t : 

(^ W^ (irr^TER^aTt, afR %-ftM) rptcT afi^xni ^ 

T^ait ^ ^ ^gf^^RTTRT ^ ^ 

t, cF^ 3Rm: 1%Rft -jft W^tM ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ t : 

(^) gR[ ^ ^«TT ^ ^RR RT^ ^ 5^ ^R^T 3Tf?nT 

arf^Rjw ^ ^ ^ ^r ^ t f^RT^ ^ ^RfT spsn 

^ y'^TR ^ §rot ^tt ^ I 'jfNr ^ afr^ 'd'ticf> ^PcR^5^sy *|c^ ^ 

cjy. TjR ^ ^r gRr fMf^ dir dm jr*M y^ t l dir mf^R tpr 

aTT^^^myfw^^^hryjT atcR I smR ^ rndhr >3cqi^ yy ^rh 

WT ^ WT t 1 ^ Rfd ^ flry aiTy?yy> ^ yy PRhw ^yor 

^5^yTyy^ ^ Riyy ^rer ^ armR tr %m ^rr ^raKfr t I 

(^) yr^M P i yHMd ^ PRy 6(8) ^ yrm ^[^sany ttS\ arf^r^w 

ym t. ^r ^ TO yy t f^" yf^ dt f|yy^ yid anyyyy? ^pyr ^ 
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W srafir ^ ^>freR ^ 3RT8IT vJMd<SJ ^ t ^ # 

?mT t ^ ^3^ W vJ^cRET 3«zit ^ ^TWR ^ 'Cifm MRumh 

^ t ^isfrf^ ti' 

2(n)(iii) # ^ ^ ^ ^ M 

^ o£(IT(tR^ 3jk oiIM^!R)<*> fuRT^ 3lf^<t>iJ#l RT^ ‘^m # ^ ^ 

\3^!<iH t' ^ w ^ uR^ilRd ftRlT W t I 

wfcT 

6. iptcRT ^ sziH #, yrf^r^ ^ ^ f :- 

(^) ^ ^ snRTTcfr ^ TTT^ # w ^ ffe t ( 1999-00 ^ ^r ^ 

^ ^RpT 4.8 % 3 ^)- viraf^ 1998-99 ^ ^ sraft ^ ^ ^ 6.98% 

3^ ^ ^ ^ t 3«nft ^ ^ SIRlTcff ^r 1998-99 ^ ^ ^ 

1.58%> ^ ^ ^ ft t: ^ SIRITcfr ^ ilfcT^RT ^ W ^ ^ STROcft ^ 

fiMT 1998 99 ^ 87.18%. ^ fc|C(l>'t ^ 81.05% ^ ^ t • 

(^) i|(rc[cr>ia?tri ^ 4MW R't^ ^ Rl'(|c|C 3TT^ etf^5d STRITcft ^ ^nf^^>T^>flt3Tt 
^ te5t ^RTSTT ^r mi Ri'ii^e ^ ^r ^ ^ t- 

(^) ^ ft? dRITcft vieiVit ^ cr)l*idl ^ ft t 3fk 

^ ^ ^ ^ <l5)Hd ^ t ^ ^ srfcRfer a>l*id ^ 3rt^ t I 

dd: M { R > 4> I ^ ^ f^n£F>4 p | <t> f d ^ # OTiTT ^ «ET^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ dtf ft t 1 

7. inS^T ^TjfwR ^ ^ 

y | |^<t> i ^ ^ ^^ ^ OTItt ^ ft ^ 'Miqtil-fl'i^tT? 

ftRIT t 3fk HirSiH ^ ^ f^?n t I ^ M^'|vjiqi«J UlRl<1)1^1 % 

^ srfcRfer ^ fddT ^ srmm ^ ^ ^ wr ^ t i 

W t ^iP5r ^ f^TdT^ en I 

mR i <t> i -^ i[M ^ "dm # 5R^ cf>r stxht^ ^o f^o ^ 'ti<iy ^ 

vjsiw ^ srj^ dPTd # dl^4lRl<*> fflr ^ ^f^'iRd 

^ Rreikor f%^iT 11 

Vl l l^4?l^ ^ t ^ ^ fCJ-dRlcfr ^ ^TT^ ^ 1999-00 ^ fd^ ^ 

^ 4.8% 3^ ^ ^ ft t I 1998-99 ^ ^ddT dN 

^ #?R 6.98% ^ ffe ft t 1998-99 ^ ^ddT 4 ^ ^ fR 

dRicff # dim sraft ^ i.58% d5t ^ft 11 ^ d^mfr ^ jtRrrt ^ w 

# ^ ^ 3TRrat ^ 1998-99 ^ 87.18% ^ dm 3f^ ^ #?R 
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81.057c ^ t I ^ t ^ arafir ^ arRM vj^ 

^■|Rjct)icbTil ^ airf PRm3 ^ ^ t ! ^ ^ ^nfer 

arpiT^ ^ ^ ^ TF5T sir I jRm aisrici ^ Tnfer 

3TT^ ^ ^ ^HTR ^3^ ^ ^ t ^ ^ ^r yif^lcbi^l ^ 

^ ^ f sni^ afk cutm^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ xrf^ 

^ ^ 4^ 4t Pmci 4 PtcI 4 afPm> ^ t 3i^- 

^ f f4 vjtim 4 t cji>wf3<^ eif^ ^ 4 xnfer arrar^ sri ^ 

x[f4 t I 

8. atfim uTTcf ilftuilH 

tj4cRT 4 ^ R<I>Iei^ t f4 : 

4SrR cblRtui, 2TTt4^ 3jk di4<in ^ 4 aisjm ^ 4 4 

^ ^ ^»TRcT 4r Pr?fe ^RT4 'HIHM 4 ^ 4pRT XR 1%?n W t fvJRT^ 

xtPottw^ XTT^^ |3TT t : 

^.. -g^ XJtfPr 4t XT?I #rTT ?Tg^ SrfcT V[^ t ^ fSTT t, 

^ ^ ^ auf t: 

XT. gsnR v3#rr 4r f| «rPr afR ^ 4 Tnfer air^Rfi 4 
cbKU|l<^cb ^fOT 4t g# 4 I 

9. ^ratxCT^ angrcfr gg xt|^ xj^ arPrPRm 1962 4 ^ 

^ gsTT RglRd aiichdd 4 rt xj^ 4 xtt afR ;j?rtr ^#xtt^c^ Pm 1975 4 t gRi 
3 , 3 ^. 8^, 9 ggr 9 ^ 4 amxtg rxtttt titt 4r ^ #xn^c^ ?nPra #^r I 

10 . v3m4 ^ 4t fq aik ^ xsim 4 mRuiiH'W'4om P(f^ iiiRicbi'S 

|4^i%zn, 4rRgT, 9iTt4^ afk 4 xp 4 amr 4 PrgfpRT 

aiPlPm 1975 ^xrM 5902.10.00 4 aRrfe <ijfi^d Hl^dld ^RR 

vjf! Rtg 4t f^RT t. 4 aTRiRit XR f^rrgj 22 / 2/2000 4 aiPm ^ 

mRumH -^mr 31/01/1998 -xT#4 4 RTX^tR?! xttt ^ ^Tq xtt^hM 

4t WXd ^ 4t RiqjlR^I ^fxRT # I 

11 . ^ an^ 4 %cHiq> ar^te xjxRtgg arPrf^gxi 4 arj^ ^ftxn^c^, 

afk ^ (PRjdxJi) arxMRr mjrPmRW 4 msr ^rr 4t ^ ^i4xft i 


inPPBTd 




[^m— 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 

(DIRECnORATE GENERAL OF ANTIDUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 


New Delhi, the 20th March, 2003 

FINAL FINDINGS 


Subject: Anti-Dumping (Mid-Tferm Review) idvestigations concerning imports of Nylon Tyne Cord Fabric (NTCi^ 

fimn Indonesia) South Kmiea, T ha iland and Taiwan. 


F. NO. 57 / 1 / 2001 -DGAD.— Having regard to the. Customs Tariff Act, 1975, as amended in 1995 

and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on 

Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 thereof: 

A. PROCEDURE 

1. The procedure described below has been followed: 

(a) The Designated Authority (hereinafter also referred to as the Authority) notified Final 
Findings vide Notification No. 31/1/1998- ADD dated 22/2/2000 recommending imposition 
of anti-dumping duties on all imports of Nylon Tyre Cord Fabric originating in or exported 
from Indonesia, Korea, Thailand and Taiwan. 

(b) The Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act, 1995 and the Rules made thereunder require the 
Authority to review from time to time, the need for the continued imposition of definite anti 
dumping duty imposed by the Central Government. The Domestic Industry vide their letter 
dated 29*** October, 2001 had requested for initiation of a review of the recommendation 
made by the Authority vide Notification No. 31/1/1998 dated 22.2.2000, in the changed 
circumstances. The Domestic Industry pointed out that reduction in Customs duty 
immediately after the Final Notification had eroded the impact of protection provided to the 
Domestic Industry against dumped imports from the subject countries. 

(c) Having decided to review the Final Findings made vide Notification 31/1/98-ADD, dated 

22.2.2000, the Authority initiated these investigations to review the need for continued 
imposition of anti dumping duty on NTCF from the subject countries in accordance with the 
Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act, i995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment 
and Collection of Anti Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) 
Rules, 1995. This review covers all aspects of Notification No. 31/1/98-ADD issued on 

22 . 2 . 2000 . 
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(d) The Authority initiated the review of anti dumping duty imposed on NTCF on the subject 
countries vide Notification No. 57/1/2001-DGAD, dated 23^** November, 2001 and 
requested the interested parties to furnish their views in writing within forty days from the 
date of the letter; 

(e) The Authority provided an opportunity to all interested parties to present their views orally 
on 3^^* June 2002. All parties presenting views orally were requested to file written 
submissions of the views expressed orally. The parties were advised to collect copies of the 
views expressed by the opposing parties and offer rejoinders, if any. 

(f) The Authority made available the public file to all interested parties containing non- 
confidential version of all evidence submitted and arguments made by various interested 
parties; 

(e) The arguments raised by the petitioners and other interested parties have been appropriately 

dealt with in these findings; 

(f) In accordance with Rule 16 supra, the essential facts/basis considered for these findings 
were disclosed to known interested parties and comments received on the same, (submitted 
by the domestic industry alone) have been duly considered in these findings; 

(g) *’•'* in this notification represents information fiimished by an interested party on 
confidential basis and so considered by the Authority under the Rules. 

(h) Investigations were carried out for the period POI P* April 2000 to 3P* March 2001 
months). 

B. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION 

2. The product under investigation in the present case is Nylon Tyre Cord Fabric (NTCF) 
originating in or exported from Indonesia, Korea, Thailand and Taiwan and classified under 
Customs Sub heading 5902.10.00 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. The classification is, 
however indicative only and is in no way binding upon the scope of the present investigations. 

NTCF finds application in different kinds of tyres like bus and truck tyres, two wheelers 
tyres, light commercial vehicles, animal driven vehicles, etc. NTCF also finds application in 
non- tyre industries. NTCF is of various deniers. 

None of the interested parties have raised any objection with regard to product under 
consideration and scope of investigation. Even though M/s. Formosa origiiiaJly provided 
information with regard to Grey NTCF, citing that the investigation related to Grey NTCF 
only, the company eventually provided information with regard to Dipped NTCF also. Thus, 
Formosa also conceded that the investigations related to all types of NTCF. The Authority 
therefore holds that the product under consideration is Nylon Tyre Cord Fabric as classified 
under Customs Sub heading 5902.10,00 of the Customs Tariff Act. 






[WTI—^rngi] 
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C. LIKE ARTICLES 

3. The petitioners have claimed that NTCF being produced and sold by Domestic Industry and 
those imported from subject countries, are being used interchangeably by customers in India. 
The process and technology for manufacturing the product all over the world is similar in 
terms of machinery, raw materials, manufacturing process except for minor differences such as 
additives, automation in material handling etc. There are no arguments disputing that the 
goods produced by the domestic industry are like article to the imported product. 

In view of the same. Authority hold that NTCF being produced by domestic industry 
and those being imported from the subject coimtries can be used interchangeably and thus are 
commercially and technically substitutable and therefore, are Like Articles witiim the meaning 
of the Rules. 

(A) Views expressed by Domestic Industry on Like Article;- 

Thai Baroda has conceded that NTCF exported by them and that produced by the applicants 
are like articles. They have stated that the prices and cost of the pr^uct varies with reference 
to denierage. This does not make the investigation any different. Thai Baroda is required to 
provide details of the NTCF exported by them separately for grey fabric and dipped fabric. 
Within each of these two categories, there should have b^n separate appendices for dififeient 
denierages. The cost of production for each denierage would also have been submitted 
separately by them. The Authority will compare the normal value and export price of identical 
goods (dipped 840 in Thailand with dipped 840 in India and so on) to arrive at the dumping 
margin. Since the product on which the anti-dumping duty is impost is NTCF, the Authority 
has to combine the dumping margins for each product type into a single average rate. 

(B) Submissions by Exporters on Like Article:- 
Thai Baroda, Thailand 

1. While it is not disputed that the goods being produced by the domestic industry are like 
article to the goods being exported by Thai Baroda, it is submitted that tiie company is now 
exporting only dipped NTCF. Further, NTCF has various demers which vary significantly in 
cost. Thai Baroda, therefore, strongly refutes the claim of the petitioners that various types of 
NTCF are not different in terms of tiieir associated costs and prices. Since NTCF is produced 
in different deniers, the cost of production of different deniers significantly varies. Further the 
product mix sold by the company to India and that sold in the domestic maricet were differait. 

(C) Examination by the Authority on Like Article:- 

Rule 2(d) of the anti-dumping rules q)ecifies that “Like Articles” means an Article which is 
identical or alike in all respects to the product under investigation or in the absence of such an 
Article, another Article, having characteristics closely resembling those of the articles under 
examination. 


B33 GI/2003—10 
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Some interested parties have stressed on the differences between dipped and grey fabric in 
terms of costs and in differences between various grades based on denierage that are also 
imported and that are manu&ctured by the petitioner. The Authority notes that the raw material 
composition and the production process are the same for various deniers. The authority ftirther 
notes that as compared to the total cost of production of grey febric, the cost of dipping for 
dipped fabric is only incremental and is not exceeding 10%. The Authority notes that there are 
no significant physical attributes or technical distinctions (other than weight) that differentiate 
the different deniers/grades of the subject goods. 

The Authority concludes therefore, that the basic manufacturing process, the applications and 
overall use of the imported product (in various grades) and that manufactured by the petitioner 
are similar. There is a high degree of interchangeability and consequently of competition 
between the imported product in various grades and that manufactured by the petitioner being 
the subject matter of this investigation. 

In order to establish that the subject goods in different grades of NTCF produced by the 
domestic industry is a Like Article to the subject goods in different grades of NTCF that are 
exported from Indonesia, Korea, Thailand and Taiwan, characteristics such as technical 
specifications, manufacturing process, functions and uses and tariff classification have been 
considered by the Authority. There are general sinularities in physical characteristics, 
production process, end use in the subject products imported fix)m the Subject countries and 
that produced by the petitioner. The subject products compete directly with each other and with 
those imported from other countries and together compete with the domestic like product. 

1 he Authority finds that there is no argument disputing that the subject goods produced by the 
domestic industry has characteristics closely resembling the imported material and is 
substitutable by NTCF in various grades imported from the subject countries both 
commercially and technically. NTCF of all grades produced by the domestic industry has been 
treated as Like Article to the product exported from Indonesia, Korea, Thailand and Taiwan, 
within the meaning of Rule 2(d). 

D. DOMESTIC INDUSTRY:- 

4, The review petition has been filed by the Association of Synthetic Fibre Industry on behalf 
of M/s SRF Ltd., New Delhi, M/s NRC Ltd., Mumbai, M/s Nirlon Ltd., Mumbai and M/s TFL 
(a 100% subsidiary of M/s. SRF Ltd. since May, 2000). The total production of NTCF and the 
production by the petitioners is given below. The authority notes that as per this information 
(provided vide letter dated 29.10.01), domestic industry has mentioned installed capacity of 
M/S NRC as 6400 MT and for M/S Century Enka as 10900 MT, whereas as per the 
information provided in the costing details and Balance sheet( of Century), the installed 
capacity of these firms is 7500MT and 12000 MT respectively. Further, the production for year 
1999-2000 for M/s NRC has been reported as 5885MT whereas as per the costing details, it is 
shown as 6343MT. Similarly for M/s Nirlon the production is shown as 5062MT whereas as 
per the costing details, it is shown as 5688MT. In view of the above, the relevant figures have 
been modified accordingly. 





[HTTi—-orj^l] 
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Qty-(Mn 


Name of the Company 

Installed 

Capacity(MT) 

1998-99 

1999-2000 


SRF Ltd. 

18300 

17507 

19145 

16468^ 

NRC Ltd. 

7500 

5776 

6343 

^6 

Nirlon Ltd 


4979 


5688 

TFL 

6500 

1493 


2140 

Total production of NTCF 

By the domestic industry 

39500 

29755 

34531 

30412 



9396 

10372 


Total 

51500 

39151 

44903 

40505 

Share of petitioners 

77% 

76% 

77% 

75% 


E. Views expressed by Interested Parties:- 

Submissions made by exporters:- 

(A) PTGT Petrochem Industries Tbk, Indonesia: 

1. PTGT was established in 1986. The factory is located in Tangerang. For the production of 
tyre cord fabric for domestic and international markets, the company involves no other 
factory. 

2. The Nylon 6 yam being the only major raw material in the making of tyre cord fabric is 
obtained locally. The portion of imported raw materials is very limited and mainly consist 
of supporting materials such as chemical solutions. All of these local and imported raw 
materials are subject to value added tax of 10%. However, this 10% VAT is refundable at 
the end of every fiscal year, usually in the month of December. 

3. The majority styles exported to India are Grey Nylon 6 tyre cord of styles 840D/2,1260D/2, 
and 1680D/2. 

Examination by the Authorify:- 

1. The company has furnished data on sales in the domestic maricet as per Appendix 1 to tyre 
manufacturer companies in Indonesia for 840D/2 and 1260D/2. 

2. They have provided information relating to exports to India in Appendix 2, The styles 
exported are Grey Nylon 6 tyre cord of styles 840D/2, 1260D/2, and 1680D/2. 

3. Data on sales for export to India, domestic market and export to other countries during the 
period of investigations and for two preceding consecutive years (1998-99) have been 
provided in Appendices 3A, 3B and 3C. 

4. Sales price structure for exports to India, for domestic sales and for exports to other 
countries have been provided in Appendices 4 tr 6 and in 6B. 

5. The commission for Indian sales is ***% on die fob value. The commission for local 
market and non Indian market are the same i.e. ***% fiom the fob value. The average 
costing values of packing, insurance, storage, handling, taxes, repairs and maintenance are 
already included in the costing calculation of overheads. 

6. The shipping charges are already included in the overseas freight charges. 
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7. Duty and sales tax as 10% VAT (Value Added Tax) will not be included in the sales price 
structure because the Company is entitled for reimbursement at the end of every fiscal year. 

8 . Clearance and handling are not applicable for the Company. 

9. The respondent has furnished the factoiy cost of exports to India in Appendix 8 and the 
factory cost of domestic sales and non-India countries in Appendices 9 and 10. 

lO.In response to the deficiency letter issued by the Authority dated 21^ June 2002, the 
exporter has furnished a reply dated 3'** J\aly 2002. 

<B) M/s Hyosung Corporation, Korea 

1 . M/s Hyosung T&C was incorporated in 1966. T & C merged vrith Hyosung Corporation 
('HC)inl998. 

2. HC purchases the materials used to produce the product concerned from both foreign and 
domestic suppliers and pays the appropriate import duties when purchases are made from 
foreign suppliers. HC also obtains duty drawback from the Korean Government. 

3. HC has filed information relating to sales? in the home market in Appendix 1. The data is 
for 1260D/2 Dip fabric and 1890D/2 Dip Ifabric. 

4. Information relating to exports to India tiave been furnished in Appendix 2 pertaining to 
1260D/2 raw fabric and 1680D/2 dip and caw fabric. 

5. Sales of Goods of the company have been given in Appendix 3. 

6 . Sales price structures have been provided for Exports and Domestic Sales and to Countries 
Other than India in Appendices 4,5 and (i respectively. 

7. Statement showing the licensed capacitjf, installed capacity, production and sales have been 
given in Appendix 7. 

8 . The factory cost and profit of Exports and Domestic Sales and to Countries Other than 
India have been given in Appendices 8 ., 9 and 10 respectively. 

Examination by the Authority 

1 . On examination of the response filed by the exporter, a deficiency letter was issued to the 
exporter dated 21^* June 2002 citing and calling for clarification on the discrepancies in the 
response. It was also stated in the said deficiency letter by the Authority that a copy of the 
non-confidential version of the response s ubmittcd by HC had not been provided to enable 
the other interested parties to offer their comments. • A copy of the non-confidential 
response was called for immediately fa: ding which it was stated that the Authority 
would have no recourse but to disregard Ithe entire response in terms of the relevant Anti- 
Dumping Rules. In the deficiency letter it was also pointed out that copies of balance sheet 
and profit and loss account for the POI .and for the previous two years were not made 
available and HC was requested to provide the same. 

2. The Authority notes that no response to the deficiency letter was filed by HC, Korea. 

(C) M/s Thai Baroda, Thailand ^ 

1 . Thai Baroda has sold two types of NTCF; (a) "A” grade NTCF and (b) "B" grade NTCF 
and the distinction of grade is in fne export invoices. The company has sold only dipped 
fabric in both India and the Home 3 market. Accordingly, the information provided is I 
respect of dipped NTCF divided inh) "A” and grade. 
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2. The subject goods are sold in a number of deniers. The company has sold 840/2, 1260/2 
and 1890/2 denier in the domestic market and has exported 840/2, 1260/2, 1260/3 and 
1680/2 denier to India. 

3. Thai Baroda Industries Limited was set as a limited company in 1990. 

4. The company was entitled to import of raw materials, free of customs duty in the 
investigation period. The company utilized this incentive to import the raw materials 
without pa 5 Tiient of duty. 

5. The company has enclosed details of sales in the home market in Appendix 1 and details of 
sales to India in Appendix 2. Details of quantities sold and net sales revenue per unit for 
sales to India and the Domestic Market have been given as per Appendix 3. 

6. Price Structures and Sales Arrangements for exports to India and the domestic market have 
been given in Appendices 4 and 5. 

7. Information on licensed, installed capacity, production and sales have been given in 
Appendix 7 There is no addition to capacity by Thai Baroda since previously investigated 
investigation period. 

8. The factory cost and selling price for exports to India and the Domestic Market have been 
provided in Appendices 8 and 9. They have stated that insignificant sales of the company in 
the domestic market were below the cost of production. Thus sales made by the company 
in the investigation period in the home market were viable sales. 

9. Thai Baroda received benefit of duty free imports of raw materials used in the production 
of export goods. The benefit of duty free imports of raw materials was not applicable in 
respect of goods produced for sale in the domestic maiket. Approximately 90% of the raw 
material used in Ae production is imported. The cost of production in the domestic market 
is, therefore, higher by the amount of customs duty paid by the company on imports of 
these raw materials. 

10. Payments in case of Exports to India are against Letters of Credit at Sight. On the contrary, 
domestic sales are unsecured and domestic sales are not on Letter of Credit basis. The 
company as a result incurs bad debts in respect of sales in the domestic market and the 
payments are received much beyond the agreed payment period. Thus, working capital 
requirements of the company in respect of exports to India and sales in the domestic market 
are accordingly different. 

11. Majority of export sales to India involves no credit. Sales in the domestic market are on 
credit ranging from 30 days to 90 days. Further, risk of unrealised sales collection is high in 
the domestic market. 

12 . The company has enclosed Profit and Loss Statement and Balance Sheet for the period of 
investigation and audited accounts for the financial years ending 30*^ September 1999 and 
30^ September 2000and three month financial period- October-December 2000. 
Subsequently, the company submitted Trial Balance, Groining of Trial Balance, Profit and 
Loss Statement and Balance Sheet, duly audited, for the POL 

Examination by the Autiiority 

1. Vide deficiency letter dated 21®* June 2002 the Authority, called for clarifications and 
additional information/documentation stated therein. The exporter was asked to provide a 
copy each of the Audited Profit and Loss Account and Balance Sheet for the POI viz., April 
2000-March 2001 and the previous two years. 



78 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


2. The company has given a reply to the deficiency letter issued by the Authority dated 5^ July 
2002. The exporter has clarified that the information provided in Appendix 1 pertains to 
Dipped Fabric only as Thai Baroda neither exported gray fabric to India in the investigation 
period nor has sold the same in the domestic market. The exporter has clarified that 
considering the manner in which the information was provided by the Indian producers in the 
original investigations and the methodology followed by the Authority for determination of 
normal value, Thai Baroda has not provided denier-wise details of sales made by the 
company in the two markets. Thai Baroda would provide this information should the 
Authority consider it to be vital and the domestic industry has provided information in 
similar fashion. 

3 . With regard to financial accounts of Thai Baroda, it has been clarified that three Annual 
Published Reports for the past periods have been earlier provided by them. Profit & Loss 
Statement and Balance Sheet for the investigation period was enclosed with their reply to the 
deficiency letter. 

4. In response to the various queries by the Authority, the exporter provided Trial Balance and 
Grouping. Subsequently, the exporter provided duly audited copy of these documents also. 

(D) M/s Formosa Taffeta Co., Ltd. 

1. The Company has furnished information relating to sales in the home market in Annexure 1. 
There are no sales of Grade N6 1680D/2 Grey; N6 1260D/2 Grey; N6 840D/2 Grey and N6 
840 D/2 DIP, The data is for sales of N6 1260D/2 DIP and N6 1680D/2 DIP. 

2. In Appendix 2 information pertaining to exports to India has been given for Grade N6 
1260D/2, N6 1680D/2, N6 840D/2, N6 1260D/2 DIP and 1680D/2 DIP. 

3. Sales of the goods of the Company has been given in Appendix 3. 

4. Sales price structure for exports to India, for domestic sales and to third countries have been 
given in Appendices 4, 5 and 6. 

5. The factory cost and profit of exports to India, for domestic sales and for countries other than 
India have been given. 

Examination by the Authority 

1. A deficiency letter was issued by the Authority dated 21®^ June 2002 to which a reply dated 
July 3, 2002 was furnished by the exporter. They have clarified that FTC does not have any 
sales of Grey NTCF in the domestic market and the company has exported grey NTCF only to 
India. In the previous investigations relating to this product, the normal value was determined 
on the basis of cost of production. The present investigation is a review of existing duties. The 
grounds for review advanced by ASFI does not include basis of determination of normal 
value, nor did ASFI challenge the basis of determination of normal value in the previous case. 
Such being the case, FTC considers that the normal value in the instant case, in the absence of 
sales of Grey NTCF in the domestic market would be determined on the basis of cost of 
production. It is clarified that the company has sold only dipped NTCF in the domestic 
market. Under the circumstances, FTC considers that the information with regard to sales of 
different product in the domestic market would not be relevant in the present investigations 
but is willing to fully co-operate with the Authority, 
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2. FTC considered that the present review would remain restricted to mere re-determination of 
normal value and export price on the basis if the methodology already settled in the previous 
investigation. 

3. Subsequently, the exporter provided information with regard to dipped NTCF and rectified 
various discrepancies pointed out by the Authority. However, even though the company has 
provided Profit & Loss Statement and Balance Sheet statement, the Authority notes that the 
company has not provided a copy of the Detailed Annual Report, as audited and supposed to 
be submitted to Government Authorities. 

F. Submissions made bv importers;- 

(A) CEAT LIMITED: 

1. Ceat Ltd. has furnished a response to the importers questionnaire. 

2. They are manufacturers of Automotive Tyres, Tubes and Flaps. 

3. The details of imports of NTCF during the last three years including period of investigations 
are as follows: 


1998-99 

1999-2000 

2000-01 (POI) 


Country 

Qty(MT) 

Value 

USD 

(Lakhs) 

Rate 

Rs. /kg 

Qty 

(MT) 

Value 

USD 

(Lakhs) 

R^e 

Rs. /kg 

Qty 

(MT) 

Value 

USD 

(Lakhs) 

Rate 
Rs. /kg 

Thailand 

*** 






*** 

*** 


Taiwan 

— 

— 

— 

*** 

+ 

*** 

*** 

*** 

KZSB' 

Total 




*** 



*** 




The $/Rs conversion rate has been taken as Rs 41.98 for 1998-99, Rs 43.80 for 1999-00 md 
Rs 45.72 for the POL 

4. The details of imports liable to duty for the period of investigations were as follows: 


Country 

Qty (Ml) 

Value 

Rs./lakhs 

Rate 

Rs, /kg 


Landed 

Value Rs./Lakhs 

Thailand 






Dipped Fabric 

*** 

*** 

*♦* 

*** 

*** 

Taiwan 






Undipped 

Fabric 

*** 

*** 

«** 

*** 

*** 

Total 

*** 

**« 



*** 


From the above, it is seen that the landed value was Rs. ♦**/kg for dipped fabric from 
Thailand and Rs. ♦**/kg for undipped fabric from Taiwan. 

(B)Vikraiit Tyres Ltd., Mysore 

1. Vikrant Tyres Ltd. has furnished a response to the importers questionnaire. 
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2, The details of imports of NTCF during the last three years including period of 
investigations are as follows: 


1998-99 

1999-2000 

2000-01 (POI) 


Country 

Qty 

(MT) 

Value 

Rs 

(Lakh) 

Rate 

Rs. /kg 

Qty 

(MT) 

Value 

Rs 

(Lakhs) 

Rate 

Rs. /kg 

Qty 

(MT) 

Value 

Rs 

(Lakhs) 

Rate 
Rs. /kg 

Thailand 










Duty paid 

Nil 

— 

— 

Nil 

— 


Nil 

— 


Duty Free 

*** 

♦♦♦ 

♦♦♦ 

♦♦♦ 

♦♦♦ 

♦♦♦ 

— 

— 

— 


Taiwan 



__j 




*** 

♦♦♦ 

♦ ♦♦ 

Duty paid 

nil 

nil 

nil 

*** 


*** 

*** 


*** 


♦♦♦ 


*** 

)(<♦* 


*** 

*** 


*** 

Indonesia 


_ 1 _ 





*** 



lESSlSI 

Nil 

— 

— 



*** 

*** 

*** 


Duty Free 

Nil 

— 

— 

*** 

*** 

*** 


*** 

4ci|t4i 

Korea 










Duty paid 

Nil 

— 

— 

*** 

*** 


Nil 

— 

— 

Duty Free 

Nil 

— 

— 



— 

— 

... 

... 

Total 











3. The details of imports on pajmient of duty for the period of investigations were as follows: 


Country 

Qty(MT) 

Value 

Rs./lakhs 

Rate 

Rs. /kg 

Landed 

Value Rs. /kg 

Landed 

Value Rs./Lakhs 

Taiwan 

*** 

*** 

*** 


*** 

Indonesia 

*** 





lotal 


*** 



*** 


4 . From the above, it is seen that the landed value was Rs. ***/kg from Taiwan and Rs. ***/kg 
from Indonesia. 

G. Public Hearing Held bv the Authority on 3“* June 2002 

LViews expressed by Domestic Industry in written suhmisaiong and rejoinder:- 


1. Changed circumstances warranted the review 
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The final findings were published by the authority on 22"^* February 2000. The anti-dumping duty 
was notified by the Ministry of Finance on 28*** March 2000. Widiin a week, i.e. with effect fix)ni 
1** March 2000, the customs duty was reduced from 40% to 25%. Even before the duty was 
notified by the Ministry of Finance, the landed value came down by 15% and the injury margin 
determined by the Authority was completely eroded. 

After imposition of anti-dumjang duty, imports are normally expected to come down. However, 
in this particular case, the reverse hai^ned. Volume of imports went up significantly after the 
imposition of anti-dumping duty. From 11257 MT during 1999-2000, total imports of NTCF into 
India went up by a whooping 86% to reach 20990 MT during 2000-2001. Imports from the 
subject countries alone increased from 10698 MT during 1999-2000 to 19787 MT during 2000-01 
registering an increase of 9089 MT [85%]. Such a huge increase in imports in spite of anti¬ 
dumping duty indicates that the protection given in the form of anti-dumping duty was highly 
inadequate. 

This is corroborated by the fact that in respect of three out of four countries coveted in the 
investigation, dumping margins determined by the authority were huge. However, duties were 
levied based on injury margin as it was less than the dumping margin. 

2. DGCIS Data unreliable 


We have submitted import statistics based on the Daily Custom lists issued by Mumbai, Cochin 
and Chennai ports. As per the said daily custom lists, the total import comes to 20990 MT for the 
year 2000-01, whereas the data published by DGCIS as subletted by one of the opposing 
interested parties indicate a total import of 18253 MT for the same period. Obviously, there is 
some classification and/or compilation error in the DGCIS data t^ch makes the data unreliable. 
In view of the same, we have relied on the data compiled from the Daily Custom Lists. It niay be 
noted that in the original investigation also, the import data as compiled from the Daily Custom 
Lists was adopted by the authority. 

3. New countries can not be included in a review 

Imports from China during 1999-2000 were a mere 16 MT which went uptol 116 MT during 
POL Of the total imports of 20990 MT, impcHts of 1116 MT &om China constitute 5.3 The 
average import prices were Rs.l40 per Kg similar to the import prices from foe subject countries. 
However, in a review investigation, one can not introduce countries vMcYi were not included in 
the original investigation. 

4> Commente on the responses SMbmitted bv some exporters! 

(ai\ M/s. Thai Baroda Industries. Thailand! T his exp<»ter has claimed, inter alia, deductions 
towards (i) Selling expenses; and (ii) Product Mix difference. 

Under Selling expenses, they have stated that foe benefit of certain indirect selling expenses was 
available exclusively for foe domestic sales and therefore, they have claimed a deduction towards 
the same from their domestic sales files. This is nothing short of turning the anti-dumping rules 
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on its head. It is clear from their submission that such indirect expenses are actually incurred for 
effecting domestic sales. If such expenses are not included in arriving at the domestic SG&A, 
then, the domestic SG&A will be understated to that extent. By their own admission, those 
indirect selling expenses benefit domestic sales. Under such circumstances, it cannot be excluded. 

In the name of * Product-Mix Difference* , a highly innovative deduction has been claimed by 
them. They have taken the total cost of production for export and total cost of production for 
domestic sale. From the difference between the two, they have excluded the difference in 
raw material costs due to duty free import of raw materials for export sales. The remaining 
difference between the costs for export production and domestic production has been claimed as a 
deduction on account of ‘product-mix difference’. Paragraph 6(i) of Annexure I to the Anti- 
EHimping Rules provide that allowances may be made towards differences in physical 
characteristics that sdfect price comparability. To get such an allowance, the exporter should 
prove the differences in physical characteristics and should also quantify those differences in 
monetary terms using objective and verifiable criteria. The whole of the difference in cost of 
production cannot be attributed to differences in physical characteristics. The Authority has 
consistently held this view in other cases, notably in the anti- d umping investigation on Acrylic 
Fiber from Thailand. The claim is thus against the rules and the practice. 

(b) M/s.Formosa Taffeta Co Ltd . Taiwan 

This exporter has submitted a 36-page Non^confidential version of their response in which all the 
36 pages are completely blanks They have simply reproduced the format of the exporter's 
questionnaire, without mentioning even a single word in reply to the questions asked therein. 
This is highly objectionable. In a recent case concerning imports of Vitrified Tiles from China 
and UAE, an exporter from UAE who did not give proper non-confidential version was treated as 
non-cooperating exporter’ and the dumping margin was calculated based on ’best information 
available’. We submit that similar treatment should be given to this exporter also. Otherwise, 
this will set a precedent and other exporters will be encouraged not to give any information in 
their non-confidential versions. 

(c) M/s. PTGT Petrpchem Industries. Indonesia 

This exporter has exported grey fabric to India and has sold only dipped fabric in his domestic 
market. To make a proper comparison, they have constructed the export price of dipped fabric 
from the actual export price of grey fabric. It is submitted that export price cannot be constructed 
as stated by them. Export price can be constructed only under certain situations provided for 
under explanation (b) to Section 9A(1). Those circumstances are (a) when there is no export 
price, or (b) when the export price is unreliable because of association or a compensatory 
OTangement between the exporter and the importer or a third party. In this case, the export price 
is available and hence, export price cannot be constructed. 


To make a fair comparison, what is required is to construct the normal value of grey fabric for 
sale in the domestic market. This may be done by taking the domestic sale price of dipped fabric 
and deducting there from the cost of dipping. The authority is requested to examine their claims 
carefully and construct the normal value instead of constructing the export price. 


1 ■ f 
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5. Causal link 

It is submitted that the dumped imports have caused injury as stated above to the domestic 
industry. The authority has already determined the causal link between dumped imports and the 
injury scared by the domestic industry during the original investigation. After the conclusion of 
the original investigation, the domestic industry has continued to suffer injury that too on a hi g^ tw 
scale as dumped impents have increased by over 85% in just one year. This "vras entirely due to 
the erosion of the injury margin caused by a further fall in GIF prices and the landed value. 

SUBMISSIONS BY REJOINHEP 

lA) Submis sions in respect of Thai Baroda Indnstriea Ltd. 

In para 2, Thai B^da have submitted that the review investigation was ini ti a ted by the 
Desi^ated Authority on the basis of a letter filed by us, without any formal Petition. This 
^bmission is far fi-om the truth'. Rule 23 provides for a review of the need for the continued 
impe^ition of the anti dumping duty by the Designated Authmity. This Rule does not specifically 
provide as to whether the initiation could be suo motu by the Designated Authority or at the 
instance of an interested party. The Rule, however, makes it clear that the review should be based 
on the information received by the Designated Authority. Rule 23 does not prescribe that the said 
information should be provided by way of a formal petition. Further, Rule 23(3) makes it clear 
that the provisions of Rule 6 to 11 and 16 to 20 shall be applicable in the case of a review. As 
contra distinct of this statutory provision, the requirement of filing an application in die form 
specified by the Desi^ated Authority is provided in Rule 5. Rule 23(3) specifically excludes 
Rule 5. Hence a Petition or an application in the form prescribed by the authority is required in 
terms of Rule 5 for initiation of an investigation afiosh. Such an iqiplicadon is not required for a 
review under Rule 23(3) or for a sunset review. In such Cases, what is important is that* the 
authority should receive information which should substantiate the need for initiating the review 
Hence the submission that the formal petition has not been filed by the domestic industry deserves 
outright rejection. Further, the letter, as Thai Baroda calls it, provides information on the need for 
the review as also data on imports and injury. 

2 The next submission is that there is no authorisation in favour of M/s. Lakshmikumaran & 
Sridharan. This submission is also fectually incorrect. The Powers of Attorney issued by the 
producers making the request for review has been submitted to the Designated Authority. These 
Powers of Attorney may not have been placed by the Designated Authority in the pubhc file. 

3 The subimssion that the Petitioners had "now adduced new grounds" and that arguments 
were advanced at the oral hearing, justifying the need for review, is also incorrect. A perusal of 
the non confidential version of our plication wiU show that it had addressed the issue of 
increase m quantum of imports in paras 3.2 to 3.6. Similarly, the injury indicators were dealt with 
m paras 4.1 to 4.6. Para 5.1 'W^ch summarises plication clearly brought out that the 
protection ^ycn to the domestic industry had been eroded, imports have increased significantly 
^d maten^ injury been caused to the domestic industry as a result of the continued dumping. 
Thus, all the essential ingredients necessary for initiating the review and for the continuation of 
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the anti dumping duty were contained in the application. The non- confidential version also gives 
all this information. It appears that Thai Baroda have not scrutinised the non-confidential version 
of the application. Hence this submission also deserves rejection. 

Regarding Product under consideration and like artide 

4. Thai Baroda had conceded that NTCF exported by them and that produced by ^e 
applicants are like articles. They have stated that the prices and cost of the product varies with 
reference to denierage. It is our humble submission that this does not make the investigation any 
different. Thai Baroda is required to provide details of the NTCF exported by them. 

The details should have shown separately the grey fabric and dipped fabric. Within each of these 
two categories, there should have been separate appendices for different denierages. The cost of 
production for each denierage would also have been submitted separately by tiiem. The exporter's 
questionnaire specifically requests the exporter to provide a sep^e s^pendix for each grade. If 
the information has been so provided then tiie authwt^ will compare the normal value and export 
price of identical goods (dipped 840 in Thailand with dipped 840 in India and so on) to arrive at 
the dumping margin. Since the product on which the anti dumping duty is imposed is nylon tyre 
cord fabric, the authority has to combine the dumping margins for each product type into a single 
average rate. This process would take care of all their submissions regarding (hfferent costs and 
different selling prices. The argument that the domestic and export prices cannot be compared is 
totally false. 

Dumping and Dumping Margin 

5. We submit that in the original investigation, the Authority found that the domestic sales of 
Thai Baroda were below the cost of production i.e. the domestic sales were not in the ordinary 
course of trade. The Authority accordingly determined a dumping margin of 67.33%, It is our 
submission that in the present investigation also, the same situation prevails. We request the 
Authority to scrutinise the costing data provided by Thai Baroda very carefully, especially the 
interest costs. Their submission that the prices are above the cost of production has to be taken 
with a pinch of salt. 

6. The submission that the volume from Thai Baroda has declined is immaterial. When 
imports from 4 countries are being reviewed simultaneously, it is the established and approved 
practice of the Authority to cumulate the imports from ^1 these countries. In any case, 
according to the data compiled from customs daily lists and presented to the authority, it is clear 
that for Thailand also, the quantum of imports have increased significantly. It is common 
knowledge that the DGCIS statistics is not reliable in all cases. There are a number of instances 
when the Authority had to discard the DGCIS statistics and resort to evidence from secondary 
sources. This practice has been adopted by the Authority in this case in the original 
investigation. The issue whether the export price and consequently the landed value have 
increased and whether the said landed value is under-cutting the prices of the domestic producers 
are matters of fact which the Authority will examine. 
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Injury and causal link 

7. . It is the submission of Thai Baroda that Century Enka which was part of the domestic 
industry in the original investigation should also be examined by the Authority. We categorically 
state that there is no such requirement. Rule 23 nov^ere states that the domestic industry in a 
review should be the same as that in the original investi^tion. In fact, m review is no 
requirement even to demonstrate the standing as Rule 5 is specifically omitted by Rule 23(3). 
Rule 23 empowers any interested party to provide information to the Designated Authonty 
justifying the need for the review. Hence the submission that Century Enka should also be 
examined is without any legal basis. 

8. The Authority is presently conducting a sunset review on the import of catalysts from 
Denmark. In this case, the domestic industry, originally, was m^e of UCIL and PDIL. In the 
present sunset review, the request for review has been made only by UCIL. PDIL continues to 
exist and has not supported the application and the Authority has also not gone for verification of 
its data. This aspect was also brought to the notice of the Designated Authority during the ord 
hearing. The action of the Designated Authority in the Catalysts case as well as in NTCF is in 
accordance with law. The Designated Authority does not have Ae power to compel any 
interested party to provide information nor has it the power to verify the information of any 
interested party without getting the concurrence of the said party. This applies not only to Ae 
domestic industry but also to the exporters and importers. Even in respect of confidential 
information the Authority has no power to make it known to otiier parties even if the Authority 
holds the view that the request for confidentiality is not warranted. Both in respect of confidential 
information and response, the Authority has the right to reject any information if verification is 
not accepted. Hence, the question of compelling CEL to be a part of the application or to request 
data fix)m them does not arise. 

9. The submission that even in the original investigation, the Petitioners did nbt «ufFer 
financial losses is again a totally false statement. Further, the order of the Designated Authority 
in the original investigation was challenged by Thai Baroda Industries Ltd. They did not succeed. 
Hence the findings of the Designated Authority in the original investigation regarding dumping, 
material injury and causal link have been upheld by the CEGAT. Thai Baroda cannot now submit 
that there was no injury in the original investigation. In fact, their submission amounts to 
contempt of court. In this connection, we invite the attention of the Hon^le Designated Authority 
to para 5 of Order No.37-40/2000-AD dated 6.11.2000 of the CEGAT. The CEGAT held that 
"The Authority had reached clear finding that Indian Domestic Industry had suffered hyiwy and 

such injury is relatable to the imports from the countries under investigation...The appeals 

foil and are rejected." 

10. We, therefore, request the Hon’ble Designated Authority to reject all submissions of Thai 
Baroda and other interest parties on any aspect of the original investigation. The decision of 
CEGAT operates as Res judicata. 

11. The submission that the financial position of the applicants have significantly improved 
and that the landed prices of imports is allegedly above the NIP are facts that are required to be 
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established by Designated Authority. Thai Baroda has no basis to make such baseless 
conclusions. 


12. In regard to the submission on injury from imports from other countries, we submit that 
countries covered by the present review, the only other country exporting 
T(.F above the de minimis level of 3% is China. It is common knowledge that a review is 
against the countries which were originally investigated. A new country cannot be included in the 
original investigation. Further, the fact that the price from China is comparable to the prices from 
the four countries does not ipso facto mean that China is dumping. Be that as it may we are 
ex^ining the issue as to whether China is dumping the goods. In any case, as far as the injury 
and causal link is concerned, the predominant cause is from the imports from these four courftries 
which together account for 19787 MT whereas the quantity from China is only 1116 MT. Hence 

the causal link is predominantly from these four countries. This submission of Thai Baroda also 
deserves rejection. 


13. In regard to their submission on the findings in the steel billets case, Thai Baroda has 
forgotten the fact ttet the submission of the interested parties in that case was not accepted by the 
Desi^ated Authority. Consequently, the said decision has become a precedence and binding on 
the Designated Authority. If that precedent is followed, then the conclusion is that the material 
injury is caused by these four countries and not China. In fact, Thai Baroda is arguing our case 


In view of the above, all the submissions of Thai Baroda deserves to be rejected. 
B. SUBMISSIONS in respect of ATMA. ' 


consumprion o'f NTCF^ submissions deal with certain statistics regarding ATMA and its 


nr.t ^ ^ the necessity for imports. The submissions of ATMA in this para do 

the nr”r ““^"Standmg. It may be a fact that the demand in India may be more than 

^r^h “t °"ii'" ^ r “ necessity. Such a situation, however, does not 

meM that in all cases where Ae domestic demand is more than Ae domestic supply, Aere could 

no anti dumping action. The issue is not of the need for import but for imported "Fair” prices 

Sir" Ttl °t """" *‘‘PP'y P^vided Ae pri^s ^e 

JZ , relevant question is 'price discrimination' as an unfair 

more o“thaI. SpS^ "“ 

B.3 Paras 10 to 14 deal wiA the import of NTCF under Advance licenses wiA Ae submission 
that quantities im^rted under advance licences should be excluded for analysis. This submission 
IS not supported by any sAtutory backing. It is a fact that imports underSlvance licences are 
exempt from anti dumping duty. This provision should itself i^e such imports Z 

present investigation or the duty that may be imposed thereafter. There have been more than 90 

2 S!LTes X%^“ ”” of excluding imports under 

aav^pe licences or by bOUs or EPZs. There is also no statistical database for identifwnE and 

excluding imports under Advance Licences. Hence Ais submission also deserves toSdSS 
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B.4 Paras 15 to 20 deal with their submission that NTCF.made from spin draw process is 
different from the conventional process and hence the imports of NTCF of the former category 
should not be subject to anti dumping duty. 

B.5 The above argument was made by them in the original investigation also. This argument 
was rejected by the Designated Authority. Aggrieved widi this rejection, ATMA approached the 
CEGAT in appeal. The submission that the NTCF manufactured by spin draw process and by 
other processes should be treated differently was rejected by the CEGAT, In para 5 of the Final 
Order, ibid, the Hon'ble CEGAT observed as follows:- 

"The submissions that imported goods are manufactured through a different process and that the 
imported goods differ in quality also do not invalidate the findings. Process of manufacture is not 
a relevant factor under anti- dumping law. Quality difference is also not material The imported 
goods and domestically produced goods have the same use and have been correctly held to be Hike 
article’ by the Designated Authority, In these facts and circumstances the submissions made in 
these appeals have no merit. The appeals fail and are rejected ." 

B.6 In view of the categoriceil order of CEGAT, the issue has attained finality and operates as 
res judicata. The submission of ATMA amounts to contempt of the final finding of the CEGAT. 

B.7 Paras 11 and 12 deal with the import duty reduction. This submission deserves rejection. 
The applicants have submitted to the Designated Authority that the anti dumping duty in the 
original investigation was based on injury margin. Injury margin is dependent on landed value 
and landed value is dependent on the rate of customs duty prevalent during the period of 
investigation. Any change in the customs duty, subsequent to the original investigation, results in 
erosion of the injury margin and hence creates a legal right to seek review. The issue is not on 
what the objective of the Govt, of India in reducing the customs duty. The issue is whether the 
reduction has resulted in changed circumstances warranting a revieAv. The submissions in para 
V.2 dealing with Century Enka and imports from China have already been addressed vide paras 

A. 9, A. 10, A. 14 and A. 15 supra. 

B. 8 In para V.3 and 26, ATMA had ^dressed the issue of capacity increase and the 
consequent factors. It is not known on what basis ATMA had submitted that the capacity had 
increased. We had submitted the details of installed capacity in para 4.1. of our application. It 
will be seen therefrom that the installed capacity has remained constant from 1998-99 to 2000- 
2001 (POI). It is not known on what basis ATMA has submitted that there is an increase in the 
capacity of domestic producers. Hence their submissions in para 26 are of no consequence. 

B.9 The submission in para V.4 that the landed value has increased has to be seen with 
reference to the NIP during the POI. The depreciation of the Rupee vis-a-vis the US $ is a factor 
resulting in increased landed value but the prices have fallen in dollar terms. Similarly, the 
submission in para V.5 that NTCF is following the intemationeil prices is again irrelevant. In 
dumping, we look at the domestic prices of the exporter vis-4-vis the export prices. We do not 
levy dumping by comparing the international prices with export prices to India. 
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B. 10 The submissions in para V.6 regarding the balance sheet analysis are also irrelevant. SRF 
is a multi product company. The total profit earned by it is not relevant, "nie issue is whether it 
has made profit in the production and sale of the product concerned i.e. NTCF. This submission 
was again made in the original investigation and was rightly rejected. The order of the 
Designated Authority has also been upheld by the CEGAT. 

B. 11 The submissions in para 32 to 34 regarding injury and causal link are to be rejected. The 
details of the various parameters of injury have been made available to the Authority which 
clearly show that the domestic industry has suffered material injury during the period of review. 
The causal link is clearly established with the increased quantum of imports, price 
suppression/depression and profit erosion/loss. The analysis of causal link by separating SRF and 
Century Enka, Nirlgn aha NRC and BRC is not legally valid. The material injury and the causal 
link between the dumping and material injury are required to be evaluated for 'domestic industry* 
and not for individual producers. 

B. 12 In view of the above, we humbly pray that the entire submission of ATMA deserves to be 
rejected outright. 

C. On the submissions of M/s.Formosa Taffeta Co. (FTC^ 

C.l In paras I and 2 of their submission, FTC have questioned the review against FTC on the 
ground that the anti dumping duty on FTC was nil. In this connecdon, they have referred to 
Section 9A(5) and Rule 23. 

C.2 Section 9A(5) applies to the expiry or sunset review which is conducted by the Authority 
prior to the expiry of the 5 year period of the anti dumping duty. This Section has no application 
to an interim review. Further, the first proviso to Section 9A(5) requires the Authority to examine 
whether the dumping was likely to continue or recur. Recurrence pre-supposes the non-existence 
earlier. Hence, in terms of Section 9A(5), FTC would be covered by a review even though the 
dumping margin for FTC may have been zero in the original investigation. 

C.3 Rule 23 applies in the case of interim reviews which are initiated, at the instance of any 
interested party, including exporters, importers, domestic industry etc. The review under Section 
9A(5) is either at the instance of the Designated Authority or the domestic industry. . Rule 23 
corresponds to Article 11.2 of the Agreement on Anti Dumping. Since the Anti Dumping duty is 
applicable to individual exporters who submit the questionnaire response and on all "oAer 
exporters" in a particular country, it is important to note that while the quantum of anti dumping 
duty is nil for FTC, the duty on all other exporters from Taiwan continues to exist. The original 
investigation has not been terminated against Taiwan. The quantum of duty alone is nil for FTC. 
Hence Taiwan will also be a country subject to review under Rule 23 and consequently, FTC will 
also be subject to review. During this review, the response of FTC will be reviewed to determine 
whether during the period of review FTC had dumped the goods or not. The legislation of the 
European Communities, which is also based on Article VI, and has evolved over a 50 year period 
supports the above submission. Article 11,6 of Regulation No.384/96 dealing with review 
provides as follows 

"]Vhere measures are repealed for individual exporters, but not for the country as a 
whole, such exporters shall remain subject to the proceeding and may, automatically, be 
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re*investigated in any subsequent review carried out for that country pursuant to this 
Article ." 

C.4 In paras 3 to 6 of the submission, FTC have dwelt on the original investigation to show 
that the anti dumping duty was not in operation only for three months of the period of review. Be 
that as it may, the fact remains that the quantum of imports from Taiwan has increased 
significantly as per information collected by the applicants from the customs daily lists of the 
three ports. 

C.5 In para 7, FTC has stated that proof of mat^al injury to the domestic industry should be 
submitted. They have also referred to the fact that non-confidential version of the ^plication did 
not disclose the actual figures. If the non- confidential version is required to disclose the actual 
figures, then there is no need for separate confidential and non confidential versions. The purpose 
of the non confidential version is to enable an interested party to maintain confid^tiality of its 
coiiimercial information while at the same time enabling the other interested parties to appreciate 
the gist of theif submissions. This has been done. In fact, it does not lie in the mouth of FTC to 
make this allegation when they have submitted a blank non confidential questionnaire response. 
In fact, as per the consistent practice of the Designated Authority, the response of FTC should be 
rejected because of the absence of a proper non-confidential version. FTC should be treated as a 
non Co-operating exporter and the dumping margin for them should be determined based on the 
best information available. 

C.6 In para FTC has referred to the increase in price from Rs. *** per Kg in 1999-2000 to 
pgf Kg in 2000-2001. The price increase in $ terms was negligible (about $ *•*) whereas 
during that period the customs duty oh NtCF Was brought down fix)m 40% to 20%. Hence b 
dollar terms, the Isn^d value had come doWfl and had not increased. FTC has also contended 
that the DGCIS data should ^ is customary for the Designated Authority to examine 

both the DGCIS data as also submitted by the L^Isrested parties from secondary sources, pis has 
been the practice because of the fact that the compilation of the DGCIS statistics takes time and 
has also not been accurate. The accuracy of our figure is demonsfrated by the fact that thc^ have 
been taken from the customs daily list published by the three major ports. The Authority had 
adopted the secondly source in the original Investigation. Hence, the reliance on the statistics 
provided by the applicants is Correct and its acceptance by the Designated Authority has been 
supported by a number Of cSSeSs 

C.7 In para 9, FTC has referred tO thi demand supply pp m India and the need for imports. 
As has been pointed out m para B2 supra, iii response to ATMA's similar submission, our 
submission is not against imports but against imports at “Uflfhir prices". 

C.8 Paras 10 to 15 deal with the alleged absence of material injury to the domestic industry. 
The submission m para 10 that the Review Petition does not provide adequate evidences of 
material injury is contrary to the facts on record. The Review Petition had dealt with production, 
capacity utilisation, increase m inventory, price effects and profits as the major indicators that 
show material injiuy. This is sufficient prima facie evidence of continued material injury. The 
reference to the audited balance sheet on SRF is irrelevant as what is important is to examine 
whether the applicant companies have suffered losses during the POI on the production and sale 
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of the product concerned. The overall performance of these companies, including all other 
products is irrelevant. FTC had denied that the stocks have increased or that the companies have 
suffered losses. It is our submission that these are facts which have been established before the 
Authority and FTC has no material before it to challenge these figures. In fact, their submissions 
are mere conjectures. 

C.9 Paras 16 to 22 deal with their submissions that reduction in customs duty by the 
Government of India is for various reasons and that the applicant has no right to request for a 
review on the basis of reduction in customs duty. These submissions have also been dealt with in 
response to similar submissions of ATMA (Para B.7 refers). Suffice it to say that the application 
is required to demonstrate the need for reviewing the anti dumping duty based on changed 
circumstances. The reduction in customs duty and the consequent reduction in landed value have 
a direct impact on the injury margin determined by the Authority in the original 
investigation. This significant change is adequate to warrant a review. This change would not 
have been adequate if the Authority had imposed the dumping margin as anti dumping duty in the 
original investigation. This was not the case in the original investigation. 

I 

C.IO A further reduction in the NTCF prices in these countries after the period of investigation 
is an important element before the Designated Authority to demonstrate the intention of these 
companies. While these reductions do not influence the dumping margin or the injury margin, 
they is certainly indicate the intention behind the actions. 

C. 11 Paras 24 to 26 deal with injury and causal link which have been dealt with extensively in 
the rebuttals of ATMA, supra. In view of the above, we submit that all the submissions of FTC 
deserves to be rejected. 

C. 12 We request the Authority to recommend, at an earlier date, the revised anti dumping duties 
so that the injurious effects from all the four countries, Taiwan especially, is mitigated. 

C.13 We request the Designated Authority that the anti dumping duty be imposed as variable 
duty based on a reference price. 

nSUBMISSIONS BY EX PORTERS IN WRITTEN SUBMISSIONS AND REJOINDER!- 
(A) M/s PTGT Petrochem Industries Tbk, Indonesia:- 

1. The quantity imported from Indonesia is almost similar to the previous year as indicated in 

our response. There has been no increase on the contrary there is a slight decline only and not 
increase. So how have the Association of Synthetic Fibre Industry indicated that the quantity 
of imports have almost doubled. ^ 

2. The prices have actually gone up in the period under review and not down. The prices have 

gone down quite significantly as indicated below in various styles, which is quite significant. 
840D 

1260D 11.80% 

1680D 16.54% 
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3. The price is determined by demand and supply. Why should all suppliers dump material only 
in India. We are not selling large quantity to India. On an average we sell only 200 tons / 
month as against our capacity of almost 3400 tons /month i.e. 5.88% which is very 
insignificant. In case we wanted to utilise our capacity and dump material we should be 
selling much larger quantity like our competitors from other countries. PTGT is also 
exporting to so many other countries and there is no anti dumping duty anywhere else in the 
world. 

4. SRF is importing Nylon 6 yam, the raw material from PT Filamendo Sakti from whom PTGT 
Petrochem buys their raw material since it is their sister company. So why is the domestic 
industry not ask for anti dumping on Nylon 6 yam and why only on NTCF. They are 
importing yam because they do not have sufficient capacity to meet the domestic requirement. 
The tyre industry requirement is more than their capacity, 

5. Prices of NTCF is largely a function of Caprolactum prices which are totally internationally 
determined. There are a very few manufacturers and only two in. India namely GSFC and 
FACT, hence they are able to control the prices. Domestic Industry is fi^e to import 
Caprolactum and Ae import duty is the same as NTCF, hence no disparity. 

6. Also PTGT Petrochem has invested a lot of money on technology and have got state of the 
art equipment which gives them an edge on quality, higher productivity and lower wastage 
and scrap generation for the tyre industry. This is also in reason for them to import material 
from PTGT Petrochem. It means lower cost for them ultimately. 

7. The variation in the prices between India and other export countries and domestic market the 
variation is not more than 2%. Also no material is being sold at a loss. The company is 
making profits as can be seen from their profit and loss account and balance sheet. 

(B) M/s Hyosung Corporation, Korea 

No response was received from this exporter. 

(C) M/s Thai Baroda Industries Ltd., Thailand 

1. The review investigation can be initiated by the Authority under following conditions: (a) suo- 
moto initiation; (b) initiation on request (with petition or without petition) by an interested 
party claiming that dumping margin/injury margin has altered. In the instant case, 
investigations were initiated after a letter was filed by the domestic industry (but without 
formal petition having been filed). The letter filed stated that customs duties were reduced and 
therefore anti-dumping duty should be reviewed. The petitioners have now adduced the 
following new grounds at the time of the oral hearing justifying their request for review:- (a) 
volume of imports increased; (b) lower inaport price; (c) decline in customs duties; (d) decline 
in market share; (e) present anti-dumping duty is inadequate; (f) prices have declined. 

2. The petitioners have not presented their case so far vrith regard to injury and causal link. 

3. While domestic selling price of Thai Baroda has declined, export price and landed price from 
Thailand has substantially increased. Similar is the trend from other countries. 

4. Volume of imports from Thailand have significantly declined. Volume of imports from all 
subject countries has not significantly increased. 

5. In view of the above, there is no dumping by Thai Baroda 

6. The cost and injury information must be called from Centiuy also. The company was a part of 
the domestic industry in the first investigation. The present review is not based on a petition 
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and was triggered merely based on a letter filed by the Indian producers bringing out changed 
circumstances with reference to customs duties. Such being he case, the scope of domestic 
industry remains unchanged. 

7. While the petitioners have not brought out how they are suffering injury from the imports 
now, Thai Baroda submits that even in the original investigation the petitioneres were not 
suffering financial losses. The petitioners have claimed "deteriorating profitability" and not 
"financial losses". 

(D)M/s Formosa Taffeta Co. Ltd., Taiwan 

1. As per Section 9A(5) and Rule 23, the scope of review is only to investigate the need for the 
continued imposition of anti-dumping duty. Thus review is maintainable only in cases where 
there is an imposition of anti-dumping duty. The CEGAT had ordered vide Order No. 37- 
40/2000-AD dated 6/11/2000 that no anti-dumping duty can be imposed on FTC and the 
notification dated 27/12/2000 was issued by the Central Government by which the anti-dumping 
duty imposed against FTC was withdrawn. As such, in the case of FTC, since there was no 
imposition of anti-dumping duty, there cannot be any investigation to review the need for the 
continued imposition of anti-dumping duty. 

1. In respect of the initial proceedings relating to the investigations of exports of NTCF by FTC 
into India, the Cegat had arrived at a finding that there was no dumping by FTC. This finding 
was based on the Designated Authority's methodologies and the data submitted by FTC to the 
Authority. A mistake in the calculation by the Authority in arriving at the margin of dumping 
was pointed out to Cegat and accepted. The Cegat ordered vide order No. 37-40/2000-AD, dated 
6/11/2000 that no anti dumping duty can be imposed on FTC. On the basis of the same 
methodology, for the review period there is no margin of dumping in excess of the 2% 
permissible deminimis margin of dumping. 

2. The averments relating specifically to FTC and imports from Taiwan in the review 
application are denied. The figures specified for imports from Taiwan in paras 2.6, 3.3, 3.4, 3.5 
and Appendix 1 are specifically denied. It is denied that FTC had a 'lower provisional duty* as 
claimed in para 3.4 by the applicant. The provisional anti dumping duty imposed on FTC vide 
Notification issued by the Central Government dated 9.11.1999 was Rs. 5.32/kg which was the 
highest out of all the subject countries. The rate of final anti dumping duty on FTC Taiwan was 
Rs. 2.39/kg which was higher than the anti dumping duty imposed on Indonesia which was Rs. 
1.77/kg. 

3. Since the investigation relates to exports from Taiwan which is the 'specified country' in 
the absence of sufficient proof of material injury to domestic industry no anti dumping duty can 
be levied. It is significant that the application for review does not disclose any actual figures as 
required to be submitted by the law for changes in market share, profits, price, sales, capacity 
utilisation and closing stock etc. By not disclosing actual figures for the data, the applicant has 
failed to disclose the manner in which material injury has been allegedly caused to them by 
imports from Taiwan. 

4. As per Annexure 1 of review petition by ASFI it may be noted that the figures given by 
the petitioner in respect of imports of FTC Taiwan:- 
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Year 

Quantity Imported 

Average Price 

1999-2000 

4555 

Rs. 118/kg 

2000-2001 

8472 

Rs. 138/kg 


From the above it will be seen that even as per the admissions of the petitioner the average unit 
price has gone up from 1999-2000 from Rs. 118/kg to Rs. 138/kg in 2000-2001 which is about 
17% increase. It will be seen from the annexure that the unit price during the review is the 
highest unit price for exports by FTC during the period between 1996-97 and 2000-2001, 

5. ASFI 1^ contended that the quantities of imports have increased significantly from 1999- 
2000 to 2000-01 based on imports through the 3 main ports, The table attached below shows a 
comparison of ASFI figures k DGCI&S figures. The learned coynsel for ASFI had contended 
that the figures of DGCI&S are not very accurate but dl Govt, organisations and ASFI 
themselves are relying on DGCI&S data. From tins table it will be noticed that the imports 
during 1999-2000 was 16, 649 MT and during 2000-2001 it was 18,253 MT, as per DGCI&S 
figures compared to the figures submitted by ASFI as 11, 257 MT during 1999-2000 and 20,999 
MT during 2000-01. From this it will be seen that the official statistics reflect only a marginal 
increase and not any substantial increase as has been alleged by ASri. 


Source 

1999-2000 

2000-01 

% Increase 

ASF! (based on imports 
3 Ports 

11257 

20990 

86.5% 

DGGI&S ^ 

16649 n 

18253 

11.0% 


It is fliat the total domestic production is much less than the total domestic demand 

for the subject goods. As a result the shortfall in demand has per-force to be met by imports, 
There was a shortfall to the extent of about 18,000/MT in the total Indian domestic production of 
the subject goods in the POI, since the total demand was about 63,000/MT. This short fall has 
necessarily fi) be imported- 

7. It is stated that no case of 'material injury' to the domestic indusstry has been proved by the 
applicant in their review petition. It is submitted! that mere change in the quantum of imports does 
not provide sufficient evidence of material injury or the casual link. has admitted at page 46 
gf the balance sheet that 'Product prices have followed cyclical patterns for long, because of 
fragmented structure of the industry, particularly in India. SRF has contributed much to the 
consolidation Pf the industry in India in the last five years, as a result of which it has emerged as a 
price-setter, at least for the Indian market’. 

8. The allegation fltat the closing stock of NTCF has increased by more than 3-1/2 times has not 
been substantiated by the petitioner in his review petition. No extent of the loss has bqen disclosed 
to the interested parties. 

9. It is significant to note that the main Indian domestic producers are making profits. As 
compared to the contentions in the review application that fhe domestic industry suffered a Ipss, 
the balance sheet of SRF at page 24 states '...financial for FY 2001 are among the best set up 
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numbers the company has shown in the last ten years’. It is also significant to note that Century 
Enka which was a party to the original petition have chosen not to join the present review 
petition. The profitability on account of the subject goods is likely to be similar for the other 
Indian domestic producers. Despite reduction in the price of Caprolactum, the major raw material 
for the production of the subject goods, the Indian domestic producers did not reduce the prices of 
the subject goods proportionately. 

10. If the argument of ASFI is that the material injury is caused due to reduction of customs duty, 
this will mean refixation of higher anti dumping duty in respect of all such products on which anti 
dumping duty were levied. The principles for determination of injury state that the Authority 
shall also examine any known factors other than the dumped imports which at the same time are 
injuring the domestic industry, and the injury caused by these other factors must not be attributed 
to the dumped imports. 

Ill - S UBMISSIONS MADE BY IMPORTERS: 

Written submissions of Automotive Tyre Manufacturers Association (ATMAl pursuant to 
the oral hearing on 3.6.2002: 

1. ATMA represents tyre companies whose total tyre production, in terms of tonnage/value 
represents over 85% of the turn over of the tyre industry in India. 

2. NTCF is an essential item for the manufacture of tyres and accounts for 27% of the cost of the 
total raw' materials consumed by the tyre industry. It is also the single highest cost item amongst 
all raw materials consumed by the industry. The second highest cost raw material is natural 
rubber which accounts for 24% of the cost of total raw materials. 

3. Imports are taking place as : 

a) domestic product is short of domestic demand; 

b) need to import duty free (under Advance Licence) for export production of tyres; 

c) while there is need for the tyre industry to shift usage in favour of spin draw NTCF - being a 
superior product (for reasons set out in Section Ill.b below) the production of spin draw 
NTCF by domestic manufacturers is much lower and hence the need to import. 

5. It is pertinent to point out gross variation in import statistics of NTCF furnished by ASFI and 
data as published by DGCI&S. ASFI has contented that import quantities have increased 
significantly by 86.5%. However, statistics compiled by DGCI&S reveals that the actual 
imports have been much lower. In view of the difference between the data 
pubhshed/submitted, it would only be appropriate that the data published by the DGCI&S 
which regularly monitors and tracks foreign trade statistics is taken as final. 

6. Advance licence imports of NTCF should be excluded from the import details of NTCF for 
considerations of the review petition. 

7. NTCF manufactured under spin draw process has better breaking strength. Tyre companies 
are increasingly switching over from NTCF manufactured from conventional process to spin 
draw process. Domestic production of NTCF is in the ratio of 70; 30 of spin draw process and 
conventional process. In other words NTCF manufacturers are not able to fully meet the full 
demands of tyre industry for NTCF manufacturers under spin draw process. Import of spin 
draw NTCF being a technically superior product category should not be included for the 
purpose of arriving at total imports. 

8. Anti dumping duty should not come in the way of product development and technological 
improvement. The Indian Tyre industry is exporting tyres valued at nearly Rs. 1,000/ crores 
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to over 60 countries worldwide including some of the highly developed countries. 

9. Century Enka was a party in the application filed by ASFI in February, 1999. However, iri the 
review petition Century Enka has not been included as a party. Centruy Enka accounts for 
nearly 30% of NTCF production in the country and combined with SRF Ltd. for over 70% of 
domestic production. In view of this position, the Authority must include Century Enka in the 
domestic industry. According to ATM A, these two companies who account for 70% of 
domestic production had npt been affected by imports of NTCF. 

10. There has been an increase in the capacity of domestic NTCF producers; SRF - Capacity 
increase from SOOMTs per month to over 1000 MT per month; Century Enka - Capacity 
increased by approx. 100- 150 MT per month; Nirlon - Production has increased by 5 to 10%^ 

11. Any claim for drop in capacity utilization has also to be viewed in the backdrop that SRF Ltd., 
the leading domestic manufacturer of NTCF, is offering supplies from its overseas (Dubai) 
plant. If the domestic capacity and production was sufficient to meet domestic demand, it is 
questionable as to why should the leading player offer the same product from its overseas 
location, thereby incurring additional freight and related costs. Likewise, the same leading 
company (SRF Ltd.) is importing substantial quantities of nylon tyre yam from one of the 
companies on whom anti dumping duty has been imposed. If SRF was in a position to meet 
the domestic requirement of NTCF, why should it import nylon tyre yam from a company 
subjected to anti dumping duty. 

ft. Despite import duty reduction from 40% to 25%, the landed cost of NTCF during 2000-01 
had gone up compared to 1999-2000 from Rs. 177 per kg. to Rs. 187 per kg. This was due to 
depreciation of mpee in relation to US dollar which has more than made up for customs duty 
reduction. It is also significant to note that in line with the increase in landed cost of imported 
NTCF, the domestic NTCF price had also gone up from Rs. 185/kg in 1999-2000 to Rs. 
195/kg in 2000-01. 

13. Normally a case is built up establishing dumping on the basis of drop in international prices, 
during the period of investigation. However, in case of NTCF the converse is tme. The 
average international price of NTCF during 1999-2000 was US$ 2.72 per kg. and during 
2000-01 the same was US$ 3.10 per kg., an increase of 14%. 

IV, Responses of Interested Parties to Disclosure Statement 
(a) Domestic Industry:- 

1. Annexure 1 - General Disclosure 

We agree with the views of the Designated Authority that the NTCF imported into India from 
the subject countries and the NTCF produced by the domestic industry are like articles witiiin 
the meaning of the provisions of Anti-Dumping Rules. 

2. Annexure 11 - Assessment of Dumping » Methodology and parameters 
M/s, Hvosung Corporation Korea. 

i) The exporter has exported 1260 D/2 (Grey), 1260D/3 (Grey), 1680 D/2 (Grey) and 
1680 D/2 (Dipped) to India. During the period of investigation. However, in the domestic 
market they have sold only 1260D/2 (Dipped) and 1890D/2 (Dipped). 
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ii) However, in view of the discrepancies noticed by the Authority, the Authority 

has correctly rejected the normal value claimed by the exporter and has constructed the 
normal value for each of the 4 grades exported to India. 

M/s. Thai Baroda Industries, Taiwan 

i) The Authority has correctly combined the two grades of Nylon Tyre Cord Fabric i.e. (A 
grade and B grade as spliced and NC)., as there is no difference between the 2 grades. 

ii) The Authority has excluded foreign exchange losses from the cost of production. 
However, it is submitted that such losses can be excluded only when they are * abnormal 
expenses’ otherwise, they will form part of the general SG&A costs. In the Case of Thai 
Acrylic Fibre Ltd, foreign exchange losses were due to the South Asian Currency crisis 
witnessed during that time, which was clearly abnormal in nature and therefore, the same 
was correctly excluded. However, in this case, there does not appear to be any abnormal 
foreign exchange losses warranting exclusion of the same from the gCheral S.G.& A costs. 
Therefore, it is submitted that the same may be included, while determining the S.G & A 
cost for this exporter. 

iii) The exporter has sold dipped fabric in both the' markets i.e. Domestic Market and 
Export Market. For making fair comparison, the exporter has claimed, among other things, 
deductions towards selling expenses and product mix difference. 

iv) With regard to selling expenses, the third sentence of Paragraph 6(i) of Annexure I 
states as below: 

■‘Due allowance shall be made in each case, on its merits, for differences which affect 
price comparability, including differences in conditions and terms of sale, taxation, levels 
of trade, quantities, physical characteristics, and any other differences which are 
demonstrated to affect price comparability”. 

v) The question is whether the ‘selling expenses’ can be treated as a permissible ‘due’ 
allowance within the meaning of the above provision. Firstly, they have not informed the 
authority the nature of the expenses and why such expenses are claimed to benefit 
exclusively the domestic sales. They have not provided any evidence in support of their 
claim that those selling expenses exclusively benefited the domestic sales. In the absence 
of such evidence, the very claim that those expenses exclusively benefit domestic sales is 
not tenable. 

i) Secondly, even if we assume without admitting that those expenses exclusively 

benefited domestic sales, can they be deducted as an allowance while making a fair 
comparison? The answer is an emphatic ‘no’ in view of the following: 

(1) According to Thai Baroda’s own admission [vide their letter dated 17.6.2002], 
these expenses are part of ‘domestic SGA’ and are therefore includible as a part of cost of 
production in relevant appendices. 
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fi1 ' If SUGh expenses are to be deducted frOlH the ruling domestic sales pricw^^e 
amviflg H & eit=feetory ^mestic sale price [In Appendix 5], that would resdt inm 
anornmous Slttatidfi wli«fe eostf Win include them wdiile sales reven^s wll not This 
may result U i huniW ef §d«S tfailMctfons being termed as ‘less than COP . 

(31 Therefefc, if Subh ejtp«ises *i Ifidludlble in Appendix 9, they camot be exclu(^ 
from Appendix 5. Thai Baioda itself says tiiat such expenses will mcluded m Appendix 
9 and, therefore, the question of excluding them from Appendix 5 does not anse. 

(4) Appeadi* i ^ves tile ex-factory domestic sale prices. This has to be <»mpar^ 
with the tesfieetive 60? and die noti^ value is to be detetmined. Once, non^ value is 
determined, IHfe Sadie lUB tti fee empited with the ex-factory export price. There is no 
question of making aliy dedaeto #0ffl the nonnal value so detemuned. 

( 5 ) The only method is To treat such expenses 8S direct selling expenses and ^e a 
suitable deduction before arriving at tiie ex-factory domestic s4le price. Such a deduction 
may be made only if the Relevant expense cdUld elaasify as a ‘direct selling expense i.e. 
identifiable With ^ indi\4dual sale transaction directly. 

(6) The ‘direct expenses' criteria is being unifotmly followed in India as well ^ m 

EU. The following exttact from the book of''EC i^-DumpingUw and by 

Edwin Vetfflulst and Paul Waer may be relevant in this regard: 

“ The list of adjtistments, provided in icicle 2(10)(a)-0) seems exhaustive ^d continues 
to be based on Commission eitperience witil die direct relationship test: this means that 
adjustment for any and all overhead expenses will not be allowed because sudi expenses 
are not considered directly related to the sales under consideration. 

Advertising is not an allowable gelling expense because it is consider^ as overhe^ 
expense. This is^o even if it can be proven diat advertising expenses are directiy r^ated 
to the products under consideratioili M was Ae case for two Korean producers in Photo 
albums Similarly, adjustments have been rofitsed for (pre-sale) transport costs, pre¬ 
sale) warehouse and storage charges, costs of financing Stocks, exchange losses, pac^ 
machinery costs, royalties, personnel expenses for the development of applications of the 
product under investigation, administrative costs for forwarctog in the domestic marl^ 
personnel expenses for pre-sale technical assistance and servicing, provision for doubtful 
debt, administrative expnses of sales offices, R&D, sales promotion, and differences in goodwill and 
patent fees”, 

ii) In view of the above, it is submitted that ‘selling expenses’ can only be treated as 
overhead costs and they shall not be allowed as a deduction. 

Product Mix Difference 

i)As given at pages 47-48 of the disclosure statement, the Company has claimed an 
adjustment towaids product mix difference, on the ground that it has sold more of 1680D 
in the export market and more of 1260 and 1 890 Deniers in the domestic market. It is also 
stated that higher the denier thicker the fabric and therefore higher the weight per square 
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meter of the fabric. Further, it has been stated that expenses such as conversion cost, 
overhead cost etc do not vary with machine utilisation. Therefore, the cost of production 
should vary only with reference to the materials consumed in the manufacture of 1680 
Denier vis-a-vis 1260D or 1890D. The difference could be clearly traced to the physical 
characteristics of the product. 

ii) To claim an allowance towards differences in physical characteristics of the product, the 
exporter should submit evidence and quantify die same suitably. Howwer, iht exporter 
has taken the total cost of production for the 2 markets and has claimed the difference 
between the two as the allowance towards product-mix difference. It appears that the 
difference between the Ex-factory costs as given in Appendht 8 and 9 have been taken as 
the value representing the product-mix difference, of course after adjusting the allowances 
already claimed. Such wholesale neutralization of difference between the two sqipendices 
(i.e. Appendix 8 and 9) cannot be allowed. In fact, such a situation should not have arisen. 
Thai Baroda should have given the cost for each denier separately. 

iii) The exporter has failed to demonstrate the physical characteristics difference. 
To quote from the EC Anti-Dumping Law and practice book once again, the amount of 
adjustment with regard to physical characteristics shall correspond to a reasonable 
estimate of the market value of the difference (as opposed to cost). 

iv) In view of the above, it is submitted that the said allowance shall rtot be granted to the 
exporter. 

M/s. Formosa Taffeta, Taiwan 

No Comments. 

ii) Annexure-11: Assessment of Injury and Causal Link. 

DGCIS data: 

i) The Authority has considered DGCIS data for evaluating the quantum of imports, 
import prices, landed values, etc. The domestic industry has submitt^ secondary source 
data based on the customs daily lists issued by Mumbai, Chennai and Kochi ports. 

ii) The DGCIS data was not reliable as it was not giving details of dipped fabrics and 
grey fabrics separately. With the inter-mixing of dipped febric into grey in the DGCIS 
statistics, the weighted average price of grey fabric has increased. Similarly when the grey 
fabrics were classified as dipped fabrics, the weighted average import prices of dipped 
fabrics have come down. 

iii) The authority has considered DGCIS data obtained on his own initiative. The 
authority has not given any reasons as to why the secondary sources data submitted by the 
petitioners were not relied upon. 
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Calculation of NIP , ^ ^ , j i ^ 4 . xMi 

For the purposes of calculating NIP, the authority has included the data relating to K^s. 

Century Enka based on ‘facte available’ methodology. We strongly object to the mclusion 
of Century Enka for the purposes of determining NIP in view of the following reasons:- 


(1) There is no law that requires that the constituents of die domestic industry s^l 
remain the same during the original investigation and each of the subsequent review 

investigations. 

(2) The original investigation was completed in full. It came to the end with the 
publication of the final findings in early 2000. The original investigation is no longer in 
progress. The review investigation is not an extension of the original investigation. 

(3) The review investigation is a separate investigation by itself. It has been 
initiated based on a request made by 4 of the 5 domestic producers in India. 
domestic NTCF producers constituted 75% of the total production of NTCF in India. The 

producer - M/s. Century Enka Ltd accounted for only 25% of the total domestic 

production. 

(4) Even though Century Enka Limited was a petitioner during the original 
investigation, they did not choose to join the rest of the units in requesting a review 
investigation. However, the remaining producers constituted the domestic industry within 
the meaning of Rule 2(b). 

(5) Since the remaining 4 producers fully meet the ‘majority ou^ut’ test and therefore, 
they legally constitute the domestic industry. There is no need to mclude Century Enka as 
one more constituent of the domestic industry in the review investigation. 

(6) Further, the Review Investigation is governed by Rule 23. Rule 23 nowhere states toat 
the domestic industry in a review should be the same as that in the original investigation. 
In fact, in a review, there is not even any requirement to demonstrate the standing as Rule 
5 is specifically omitted by Rule 23(3). Rule 23 empowers any interested party to provide 
information to the Designated Authority justifying the need for review. 

(7) In almost all the investigations conducted by the authority so far, the authority has 
determined NIP based on the data furnished by the petitioners provided they represented 
more than 50% of the total production of the like articles in India. 


(8) The action of the authority is against established legal principles; It is imw^anted 
in the present circumstances. It is unprecedented in any of the earlier investigations are 
concerned. 


Therefore, the data relating to Century Enka should not have been considered while arriving at 
the NIP for the domestic industry. 
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(b) ATMA:- 

1. Domestic production of NTCF being short of domestic 

licence imports for export production of tyre§ and need to import NTCF of spin draw process 
are the three reasons cited by ATM A, He total quantity of NTQF offered by the dpntestic 
industry is lifted by the tyre industry. But that is not sufRci^nt tO riegpirements of the 

tyre industry forcing the tyre industry to meet the demand-supply pp tbfOU^ imports. 

2. Government has rightly exempted Advance Licence import ffpin levy 
of Anti-Dumping duty. This is to enable domestic exporters to have a level playing field vis-a- 
vis their counter parts in other countries. 

3. In the instant case CEGAT has held that NTCF manufactured either 

through conventional process or spin draw process are 'Like Article'. All the same it is 
submitted that the Authority ought to consider fitc fact that the NTCF of spin draw process 
(which is what is mainly imported) is of superioir qudity to NTCF of conventional 

process in as mich as the former has better breaking strengfit (duc tP higher tenacity). 

4. We reiterate our stand that import duty reduction clfectcd by Government, 
taking into account various factors, cannot be linked to anti-dumping dutyr The domestic 
industry had not answered to our poser of Government increasing the import duty on Natural 
Rubber latex from 25% to 70% and going by the argument of the domestic indusfry if there 
was anti-dumping duty on Natural Rubber Latex then the same should have been waived 
when the import duty was increased. Then again if the argittnent of the domestic industry is 
acceptedthen every year when the import duty is reduced, industries had obtainedanti- 
dumping duties on their products imported can approach Government to revise upwards the 
anti-dumping duty levied. This is npt envisaged under Anti-Dumping law. 

(c) Thai Baroda Industries Ltd»;- 

1. TBIL has filed detailed quesfi<mnmre response vriiich establishes that 
the export price from Thailand has substantially increased. Similar as the trend from other 
countries. Volume of imports from Thailand have decloined. 

2. Caprolactum price which is major raw material for production of NTCF has 
remained more or less in the same region (in fact, Caivolactum prices have marginally 
declined). 

3. TBIL submits that the product under investigation Is gray NTCF. The 
original investigation also was conducted for gray fabric only. Only, the eventual duty was 
applied to dipped NTCF due to a finding on like article. 

4. TBIL reaffirms that there is no dumping of NTCF by TBIL in the Indian 
market. 

(d) Formosa Taffeta Company, Taiwan 

1 • the original investigation, the vdiole investigation was restricted to grey fabric 

^d the information provided by Formosa was for the grey fabric only. In spite of denier wise 
information available on record, the final comparison was done on wei^ted average basis in 
that investigation. However in the present review, the Designated Authority has deviated in 
the comparison methodology by resorting to denier to denier comparison. 

2.Formosa provided all information during the course of the investigation. From a perusal of 
me disclosure statement, it appears that the Authority noted some variations and gaps in the 
information filed. 
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3. Formosa reiterates that the product under consideration in the present investigation is grey 
NTCF. In the original investigation also the whole investigation was conducted to grey fabric 
only. Only, the eventual duty was applied to dipped NTCF due to finding on like article. 

4. Formosa is deeply aggrieved with the proposed determination of normal value. Dumping 
margin determined in respect of Formosa is unsupported with law and practice as well as 
information available on record of the Authority. 

(e) PT GT, Indonesia:- 

The actual dipping cost as claimed by the exporter should be taken as adjustment for 
computing the constructed cost of Grey 840D/2, 1260D/2 and 1680D/2. 

Examination by the Authority on Other Issues:- 

The Designated Authority has considered all submissions made by interested parties on merits 
and in accordance with the Rules. 

H. DUMPING:- ... 

5. The Authority sent questionnaires to the known exporters from the subject countnes in 

terms of section 9 A (1), M/s PT GT Petrochem Industries Tbk, Indonesia, M/s Hyosung 
Corporation from Korea, M/s Thai Baroda Industries Ltd. from Thailand and M/s Formosa 
Taffeta Company Ltd. from Taiwan have responded to the questionnaire forwarded by the 
Authority in these mid term review investigation. M/s Hyosung Corporation from Korea have 
not made available a non-confidential summary of their confidential response. 

(A) NORMAL VALUE 

f D M/s PTGT Petrochem Industries Tbk. Indonesia 

I. Normal Value has been claimed based on sales in the home market and information on 
sales in the home market have been furnished in Appendix 1 of the response. The exporter 
had furnished information pertaining to sales of the subject goods vi?, exports to to^a, 
domestic market sales and exports to other countries as per Appendix 3. The information 
has been furnished for grades 840D/2,1260D/2 and 1680D/2 and is as below. 


Total sales 

Domestic 

(DIPPED) 



Exports 

IndiaCQREY) 


Other countries 

Per 

Grade 

KG 

US$ 

Per Kg 

KG U3$ 

Per Kg Kg 

' 

us$' 

KG 

840D/2 



*** 


*** 

' 

■ ♦♦♦ 

*** 

1260D/2 

*** 


*** 


*** 


♦♦♦ 

*** 

1680D/2 


p.oo 

Q.p 



0,0 


0.0 

Wt, average 




*** 
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The factory costs and profit furnished in Appendix 8,9 and 10 are for grades 840D/2, 
1260D/2 and 1680D/2 (grey and constructed value dipped) in Appendix 8 ( factory cost 
and profit of exports to India) for dipped only in Appendix 9 & 10 (factory cost and profit 
for domestic sales and non India countries). In Appendix 4 (sales price structure for exports 
to India), adjustments have been claimed before and after fob have been claimed ^art from 
commission. In Appendix 5 (sales price structure for domestic sales and non India 
countries) adjustments have been claimed on account of charges before and after fob 
apartment from commission. Copy of balance sheets fpr the years ended 31 December 
2000 and 1999. 


2. Cost of Production:- 

In the factory cost for domestic sales in Appendix 9, the informatipn has been furnished for 
grades 840D/2, 1260D/2 and 1680D/2 (Dipped). There were no sales of 1680D/2 (dipped) 
in the domestic market. The ex- factory cost for 840D/2 is *** USD. After addition of net 
profit of USD ***/kg the unit selling price at ex-factory level is USD ***/kg. 

The ex- factory cost for 1260D/2 is *** USD. After addition of pet profit of USD ***/kg 
the unit selling price at ex-factory level is USD ***/kg. 

The constructed cost for 1680D/2 (grey) is USD ***/kg and after addition of a net profit 
*** USD/kg the selling price at ex-factory level has been shown as USD ***/kg. 

Examination by Authority:- 

Adjustments claimed in Appendix 5 (sales price structure for domestic sales in Indonesia):- 

840D/2 (dipped) - The list price claimed is USD ***. It is seen from Appendix 1 A that the 
company has sold a total quantity of ***kg of a Value of USD ***to various companies in 
Indonesia during the period of investigation (POI). The unit price works out to USD ***. 
After considering a commission amoimt of USD **♦ and credit terms amoimting to USD 
***, the price at ex-factory level works out to USD ***/kg. The factory cost of 840D/2 
(dipped) in the domestic market is USD ***/kg and the price at ex-fectory level is higher 
than the cost of production. After adjusting the profit element, the price works out to 
$***/kg. 

Adjusting cost of dipping @ ***, the cost of grey 840 D/2 is constructed as ***$/kg. 

1260D/2 (dipped) - The list price claimed is USD ***/kg. It is seen from Appendix 1 B 
that the company has sold a total quantity of ♦**kg of a value of USD ***10 various 
companies in Indonesia during the period of investigation (POI). The unit price works out 
to USD ***/kg. After considering a commission amount of USD ♦**/kg and credit terms 
amounting to USD ♦♦*/kg the price at ex-factory level worics out to USD ***/kg. The 
factory cost of 1260D/2 (dipped) in the domestic market is USD ♦♦♦/kg and the price at ex- 
factory level is higher than the cost of production. 

Adjusting cost of dipping @ ♦♦♦ from $ ♦♦♦/kg, the cost of grey 1260 D/2 is constructed as 
USD**^/kg. 
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1680D/2 (grey) - There were no sales of 1680D/2 (dipped) in the domestic market in the 
period of investigation. The cost of production of 1680D/2 (grey) has therefore been 
constructed for the domestic market at USD ♦♦♦/kg by the exporter. 

The Authority has reworked the constructed cost for 1680D/2 (grey). The Authority 1^ 
considered the raw material cost at USD ♦♦♦/kg; direct labour cost at USD ♦♦♦^g; utilities 
at USD ♦♦♦; manufacturing overheads at USD ♦♦♦; depreciation at USD ♦♦♦; interest cost 
at USD ♦♦♦ and packing cost at USD ♦♦♦ thereby bringing the ex-factory cost to USD 
♦**/kg. The selling and administration cost has been considered at USD ♦♦♦/kg and after 
adding a profit of ♦♦♦% the ^x-factory unit selling price for 1680D/2 (grey) has been 

considered at USD ♦♦♦/kg. 

Based on the quantities sold in the domestic market of Indonesia as given above and the 
individual ex-factory selling prices of grades 840D/2 ^d 1260p/2 (dipped) after 
considering adjustments claimed, the Authority has determined a weighted averse ex¬ 
factory normal value of USD ♦♦♦/kg for dipped fabric in these two grades. The weighted 
average cop for dipped fabric (840D/2 and 1260D/2) is USD ♦♦♦/kg. The Authority notes 
that the weighted average ex-factory normal value is above the cost of production. The 
Authority also notes that there were no loss-making transactions in 840D/2 and 1260D/2 
grades. The wtd average Normal value comes to USD^^*/kg 

Other Exporters/Producers from Indonesia:- 

The Authority observes that other producers/exporters from Indonesia have not responded 
to the questionnaire in the prescribed format and have not furnished information relating to 
normal value, export price, and dumping margin. The Authority therefore considers such 
producers/exporters to be non-cooperative and has proceeded on best available information. 
After £illowing adjustments as claimed by the co-operative exporter fiom Indonesia, the ex¬ 
factory weighted average domestic selling price for various grades sold has been 
considered at USD^**. 

M/s Hvosung Corporation, Korea;- 

The exporter has not made available the non confidential version of their response to the 
exporters questionnaire and has not provided written submissions pursuant to the oral 
hearing. 

1. The exporter has also not responded to the deficiency letter issued by the Authonty. 

(A) Normal Value:- 

1. In Appendix 1 which stated to be non confidential, only the grades of the product have 
been mentioned where in it is seen that ^de 1260D/2 (dipped fabric) and 1890D/2 
(dipped fabric) have been sold in the domestic market. They have also stated in Appendix 
1, that all their domestic and overseas customers have used only the dipped tyre cord fabric 
except Indian customers because they do not possess their own dipping machine to convert 
raw fabric to dipped febric. Therefore they cannot inform the Authority of domestic sales 
of the same item which have been supplied to Indian customers. The Authority notes 
therefore that there is no transaction-wise data on domestic sales. In sales price structure for 
exports to India in Appendix 4 the company has claimed the adjustments on account of 
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charges before and after fob which includes Inland height, handling odiers overseas 
insurance and others apart from discounts/ commissions for exports of 1260D/2 (raw 
fabric) 


In Appendix 3, (Sales of goods of the company)^ die position is hs follows; 


Exports to India 


Domestic Sales To third countries 


f 

GREY Kg Total $ $/Kg Kg Total $ $/kg Kg , Total $ $/kf 

1260D/2 »** 


1260D/3 

♦ ♦♦ 

*** 

♦♦♦ 

1680D/2 

♦♦♦ 

♦ ♦♦ 

♦ ♦♦ 


♦ ♦♦ 

♦ ♦♦ 

♦ ♦♦ 

DIPPED 

1260D/2 

1260D/3 

1680D/2 

1890 

D/2 


** 

** 

TOTAL 

** 

** 

** 

Total sales 

** 




** 

♦ ♦ 

** 

** 

♦ ♦♦ 

** 




** 

0 

** 

** 

** 

** 

** 

*** 

** 


♦* 


It may be seen that as per Appendix 3 sales are *** Mt whereas as per Appendix 7 the sales 
are shown as *** Mt. 


Adjustments claimed on domestic sales in Appendix-5;- 

3. In sales price structure for domestic sales in Appendix 5 the company has claimed 
adj ustments on account of charges after ex-factory which includes Inland height taxes and 
others apart from discounts for sales of 1260D/2 (dipped fabric) and 1890D/2 (dipped 
fabric). The unit selling price at ex-factory level therefore works out to USD ***/kg for 
1260D/2 (dipped fabric) and USD ***/kg for I890D/2 (dipped fabric). 

(B) Cost of Production:- 

In Appendix 9 (factory cost and profit of domestic sales) the unit selling price at ex-factory 
level claimed by the exporter for 1260D/2 (dipped fabric) is USD ***/kg. The total 
quantity sold in the domestic market is ***of a value of USD***. 


The unit at ex-factory level claimed by the exporter for 1890D/2 (dipped 

quantity sold in the domestic market is ***kg of a value 

ot USD’''**. 


Examination by the Authority 

Analysing the statement of income provided for the year ending 2000: 
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The exporter has not provided the detailed annual accounts for the POI, however a 
statement indicating income and expenses for the year ending 2000 has be^ provid^. It is 
seen that sales value is ***(mln Korean won), reducing the profit out of it(***), gives the 
cost of production as ♦**. The SGA expenses are shown as it comw to 
The profit comes to ***% (♦♦♦/♦♦*). In absence of cross reconciliation 
these % are adopted to construct normal value in respect of the grades exported to India 


during the POI. 


1260D/2 (dipped fabric) > The Authority notes that the exporter has claimed an ex-factory 
cost of production of USD ***/kg for 1260D/2 (dipped fabric) sold iil^the domestic maricet. 
The raw material cost includes raw baric of a quantity of ***kg of a value of USD 
***thereby bringing the per unit cost to USD ***/kg. The dip solution cost is for a quantity 
of ***kg of a value of USD ***thereby bringing the per unit dip solution cost to USD 
***/kg. The total raw material cost on account of raw fabric and dip solution is therefore 
USD ***/kg. The direct labour cost is USD ***/kg; the utility cost is USD ***/kg and the 

total overhead cost is USD ***/kg. 


1890D/2 (dipped fabric) - The Authority notes that the exporter has claimed an ex-factory 
cost of production of USD ♦**/kg for 1890D/2 (dipped fabric) sold in the domestic market. 
The raw material cost inefedes raw fabric of a quantity of ♦**kg. for a valw of USD 
♦♦♦thereby bringing the per unit cost to USD ***/kg. The dip solution cost is for a quantity 
of ♦♦♦kg of a value of USD ***thereby bringing the per unit dip iolution cost to USD 
♦♦♦/kg The total raw material cost on acCSHJit of raw fabric and dip solution is therefore 
USD ♦♦♦/kg. The direct labour cost is USD ♦♦♦ /kg; the ufiUty ep« is USD ♦♦♦/kg ^ 
the total overhead.cost is USD ♦♦♦/kg. The Authority notes that the ex-factory unit sellmg 
price for grades 1260D/2 (dipped fabric) and 1890D/2 (dipped fabric) claimed by die 
exporter in Appendix 9 (Factory cost and profit of domestic sales) vfz., USD ♦**/kg and 
USD ♦♦♦/kg respectively do not match with the data provided in i^pendix 3 (Sales of 
goods of the company), as per A^eh it is seen that the umt selling price of grade 1260D/2 
(Dip fabric) is USD^^^/kg and that of grade 1890D/2 (Dip fabric) is USD***/kg. 

. . f 

In view of the discrepancy in the unit ex-factory selling prices given in Appendices 3 and 9, 
the Authority is constrained to reject the data on normal value claimed by the exporter in its 
response to the questionnaire. 


Constructed Normal Value; 

1260 D/2 GREY 

The exporter has claimed Sellimg price as $^ 4 :-#-aid adjustments on various accounts as 
♦♦*$ thus giving ex factory price as $♦♦♦. As per the cost of production , the SGA claimed 
for this grade is .♦♦♦ 

Adjusting the claimed SGA(***-.*^*), the cop comes to *♦*. By adding the SGA @** % 
(as arrived at from the statement of income) and adding profit @***% the constructed NV 
comes to ♦♦♦S/kg which has been adopted. 

1260 D/3 GREY 


833 GI/2003—14 
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The exporter has claimed Selling price as $♦♦♦ and adjustments on various accounts as 

*♦*$ thus giving ex factory price as $•♦♦. As per the cost of production, the SGA claimed 

for this grade is 

Adjusting the claimed SGA (♦**>,***)^ the cop comes to ***. By adding the SGA @***% 
(as arrived at from the statement of income) and adding profit @**^% the constructed NV 
comes to ***$/kg which has been adopted. 

1680 D/2 GREY 

The exporter has claimed Selling price as $*** and adjustments on various accounts as 

***$ thus giving ex factory price as $***. As per the cost of production , the SGA claimed 
for this grade is.***. 

Adjusting the claimed SGA (***-**♦), the cop comes to ***. By adding the SGA @ ***% 
(as arrived at from the statement of income) and adding profit @ ***% the constructed NV 
comes to ***$/kg which has been adopted. 

1680 D/2 DIPPED 

The exporter has claimed Selling price as $*** and adjustments on various accounts as 

***$ thus giving ex factory price as $***. As per the cost of production, the SGA claimed 
for this grade is .*♦*. 

Adjusting the claimed SGA(***-.***), the cop comes to ♦**. By adding the SGA @ ♦**% 
(as arrived at from the statement of income) and adding profit @ ***% the constructed NV 
comes to ***$/kg which has been adopted. 

Other Exporters/Producers from Korea:- 

Authority observes that other producers/exporters from Korea have not responded to 
the questionnaire in t^ prescribed format and have not frimished information relating to 
normal value, export price, and dumping margin. The Authority dierefore considers such 
producers/exporteis to be non-cooperative and has proceeded on best available information. 
After allowing adjustments as claimed by the co-operative exporter from Korea, the ex- 
factory weighted average domestic selling price for various grades sold has been 
considered at USD •••/kg (grey fabric) and USD •••/kg (dip fabric). 

(D) M/s Thai Baroda, Thailand 

(a) Cost of Production:- 

The period of investigation for the mid-term review is 1** April, 2000 to 31** March 2001 
The comply was main^ning its financial accounts ending September every year. The 
Mmpany has submitted its b^ance sheet for year ending September. 1999 and September, 
2000_ rae company has submitted duly certified balance sheet for the period of thie^ 

20W to 31” December, 2000. Further, the company has 
submitted a taal balance for the POI starting from April 01, 2000 to 31” March 2001 A 
^ternem of m^me containing revenues and expenses indicating broad of 

wpenditure for the penod ending 31” March. 2001(POI), grouping of expendit^^rial 
felance md bala^e sheet has been also provided. All dtese are duly auditS for foe Period 
of Investigate. The accounts position in respect of various heads relating to expenditure 

has been accordingly made available for the POI. * penditure 


[WTI—^ __ 

It has been submitted by the company that no olher ^oduct is being made in this plant 
except NTCF. However, small quantity of yam (1%) of sales, ^diidi is an intermediate for 
the company has also been sold. NTGF is however produced in Afferent deniers. It has 
also been mentioned that the company has sold only dipped febric (different grades) in both 
the markets i.e. India and home market. Because of only one tyjw of product thou gh with 
different deniers, it is possible by simple calculation to arrive at cost per kg. of NTCF on 
an average basis. The details of the costs so arrived as follows: 


Particulars 

Total 

Cost 


ExpenditurefBaht) 

Baht/Kg. 

Cost of sales 



Selling expenses (includes 

♦♦♦ 

*** 

freight and transport). 



Administrative expenses 


*** 

Financial expenses 

*** 


Depreciation expense 

*** 


Loss on exchange rate - Short 

*** 


Loss on exchange rate - Long 

*** 

♦ ♦♦ 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE 

♦♦♦ 


Less: Other Income 


♦ ♦♦ 

TOTAL COSTS 

* * « 

*** 


As per appendix 7 the company has provided its production for the POI i.e. April, 2000 to 
March, 2001 as *** kg. Dividing the total costs by the total production, the weighted 
average cost comes to Baht/Kg. The Authority has not been considering loss on 
exchange rate fluctuations (short term or long term) as relevant element in cost of 
production determination. The company has submitted in its balance sheet that the 
company enters into the forward exchiige contracts for hedging the fbrwgn currency risks 
in connection with the settlement of certain foreign currency debts. The related forward 
premiums are being amortized by the straightline method over the term of forwaid ccmtract. 
Such type of transactions can result into losses or gains. These are considered not normal 
and non-operational in the ordinary course of trade to affect the operational cost of 
production. In another investigation of M/s. Thai Acrylic Fibre Ltd. the loss/gain on 
account of foreign exchange fluctuations was not considered as an element of cost of 
production. Even in the original investigations relating to this product, exchange gain/loss 
was not considered as an element of cost of production. 

After reducing the expenditure on account of loss of exchange rates the wtd. average cost 
of production comes to *** Baht/Kg. This cost per kg. is strictly an average (irrespective of 
deniers) for grade A, grade B, Spliced. 

Thai ^aroda claimed that the company has sold two types of Nylon Tyre Cord Fabric in 
India, namely “A” ^e and “B* grade NTCF. It is clarified by the company that the 
distinction of grade is in the export invoices itself vdierein the company has mentioned 
“spliced”, “NC”, etc. on the invoice itself. Since there is a significant difference in the 
prices of the two Grades, the exporter seems to have claimed separate assessment of the 
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two grades. However, the Authority notes the distinction of grades is on the basis of final 
inspection of the product. There is no deliberate, conscious decision of the company to 
produce these goods as products with different grades. The cost of production involved for 
the two grades is not different. In view of the same, the Authority considered it more 
appropriate to combine the two grades. 

The company has claimed domestic list price @ Baht *** per kg and at ex-factory level 
after various adjustments as Baht ***/kg (Appndx 4-5). It can be argued that the average 
cost *** Baht/iCg. (based on calculations as above) does not strictly depict the cost of 
production of the exports. But, the company in its own admission has claimed its domestic 
cost (as per Appendix 8-9) as *** Baht/Kg. for like products exported. 

During the original investigation, the normal value was constructed. The component wise 
position has been compared with the submissions of the exporters and is as follows: 


US$/Kg 


Particulars 

Original 

Investigation 

Mid-term 

review 

Direct Material cost 


*** 

Salaries & Wages 


*** 

Stores & Repairs 

♦♦♦ 


Power & Other Utility 


*** 

Selling overheads 



Admin Overheads 


*** 

Financial Expenses 

♦ ♦♦ 

*** 

Depreciation 


*** 

Loss of Exchange 

*** 

♦♦♦ 

Ex-Factory Cost of 
Production 

*** 

*** 


It may be seen that major impact towards reduction of cost has come firom the financial 
expenses which have been restructured and duly reported by the company in its balance 
sheet and has been reproduced elsewhere. 

The reliance has been placed on the information submitted by the exporter and the cost of 
production has been determined as Baht *** per kilo as per Appendices 8 and 9. 

Normal Value: 

The exporter has fiimished transaction wise details in respect of sales of NTCF in the 
domestic market. It may be seen that the company has been selling dipped fabric in both 
the markets i.e. domestic market and exported to India. The exporter has sold two types of 
NTCF which are A grade NTCF and B grade NTCF. The distinction of grade is in the 
invoices itself. The sales of grade A category in the domestic market amounts to ♦♦♦ kilo 
valued at ***Baht giving an average *** Baht/kilo. The sale of Grade 3 is kg valued 
at *** Baht per kg ***.The weighted average selling price of both these comes to Baht 
***/kg which has been claimed by the company in Appdx 4-5. 
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A detailed transaction wise analysis of domestic sales of the company has been carried out. 
The test whether 20% of the domestic sales are below the cost of production has also been 
carried out. The sales price as provided under Appendix 1 has been worked out. These 
have been compared with the cost of production. While doing this test it has been found 
that 10.07% domestic sale of the company are below cost of production. Since less than 
20% domestic sales are below cost of production the total domestic sales are to be 
considered for arriving at the normal value. Average selling price of all transactions of 
domestic sales have been considered as Baht *** per kilo. The adjustments claiiried are 
given below. 

(a) Discount/Commissions 

The deduction has been duly reported as per the trial balance A/c Code No.530105 
depicting a quantity of *** kg. with total amount of ***Baht thus giving an impact of **♦ 
Baht per kg. This has been allowed. 

(b) Inland freight 

The deduction has been duly reported as per the trial balance A/c Code No.530201 
depicting a quantity of *** kg. with total amount of ♦♦♦Baht thus giving an impact of *♦♦ 
B^t per kg. The company has provided invoices in this regard as well. This has been 
allowed. 

(c) Insurance 

The deduction has been duly reported as per the trial balance A/c Code No.530206 
depicting a quantity of ♦♦♦ kg. with total amount of ♦♦♦Baht thus giving an impact of ♦♦* 
B^it per kg. This can be allowed as claimed. 


(d) Credit/Payment terms 

The company has claimed Baht ♦♦♦ towards credit cost by adopting the interest rate 
at the rate of ♦♦♦%. The company’s balance sheets (ending December 31, 2000) shows 
that the ' bank overdraft carries an interest rate of (exports) *♦♦%, packing credits 
between *♦♦% to ***% and liabilities under trust receipts between ♦*♦% to ♦♦*%. It is 
viewed that debtor’s credit is primarily related to working capital (Bank overdrafts) so rate 
of interest applicable for bank overdraft has been allowed. The impact of credit is 
csdculated at the.rate of ♦♦♦% per annum instead of ***% as claimed by the company. 

The credit impact comes to ♦*♦ Baht which has been allowed. 

(e) Selling expenses 
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The deduction has been claimed depicting a quantity of *** kg. with total amount 
of***Bahtthus giving animpactof*** Bahtperkg. This can be allowed as claimed. 

(f) Product mix difference 

The company has claimed an adjustment of Baht per kg. against product mix 
difference. The company has explained that the subject grades are produced in a number of 
deniers (page 5 of the exporter’s response). The Company has submitted that different 
deniers have been exported to India. The company has claimed that higher denier leads to 
thick fabric ultimately leading to higher weight per sq. meter. The company has claimed 
that it has sold more of 1680 deniers in the export market and more of 1260 and 1890 
deniers in the home market. It is submitted that there is no significant difference in cost of 
production up to the stage of polymerization for any producer. 

Production of fabric is recorded in terms of weight. Higher the denier, thicker the 
fabric, and therefore, high the weight per square meter of febric. Thus, thicker the fabric, 
higher would be the production per hour at the stage of weaving and dipping. However, 
expenses such as conversion cost and overhead cost would not vary with machine 
utilization. Therefore, high the production, lower would be the incidence of conversion 
costs and fixed costs. 

The company has claimed an allowance from the domestic market on the basis of 
difference in the cost of production in the two markets amounting to *** Baht per kg. This 
is claimed based on Appendix 8 and 9. The company has shown domestic cost of 
production as *** Baht/kg.and exports cost of production as *** Baht/kg.. The difference 
is *** Baht/kg. The company has claimed that *♦* Baht/kg. is on account of difference in 
raw material cost (domestic *** - exports ***). The balance *** is claimed on account of 
product mix difference under various heads. It may be seen that adjustments on account of 
discounts @ Baht (***), inland freight (*♦*), insurance (***), credit (***), selling 
expenses (***) have already been allowed. Thus, these should also be deducted from the 
amount claimed on account of product mix difference. The total comes to Baht ***/kg. The 
co’s claim has been reduced by this amount and against Baht ***/kg claimed, an amount of 
baht ***/kg has been allowed, after recalculation of the incremental cost of production on 
this account. 

The adjustments as claimed have been verified from the balance sheet, hence the 
Authority proposes to take Normal Value as Baht ***/kg. After taking adjustments, price 
at ex-factory level for domestic sales comes to Baht *** /kg. Taking Baht/US$ conversion 
rate 41.61, it comes to * * * $/kg. 

Petitioner has objected to this allowance. However, Authority observes that 
the exporter has provided denier wise cost of production for all the deniers sold in the 
home market as also export market. Further, admittedly there is difference in the cost 
of production of different deniers. It can not be argued that there would be no 
difference in the market value of price of a product even when the costs vary. 
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(E) Other Producers/Exporters from Thailand;- 

The Authority observes that other producers/exporters from Thailand have not responded 
to the questionnaire in the prescribed format and have not furnished information relating to 
normal value, export price, and dumping margin. The Authority therefore considers such 
producers/exporters to be non-cooperative and has proceeded on best available information. 

(F) M/s Formosa Taffeta.Taiwan 

The response to the exporter’s questionnaire of this company has been processed. 

Vide its submission dated 3'*^ July, 2002, the company has submitted that they have 
no sales of grey NTCF in the domestic market. The company has exported grey NTCF 
only to India, The company has submitted that in the previous investigations relating to 
this product, therefore, the normal value v^^as determined on the basis of cost of production. 
It is further reiterated that the present investigation is the review of existing duties and the 
grounds for review advanced by ASFI does not include basis of determination of normal 
value, nor did ASFI challenge the basis of determination of normal value in the previous 
case. Such being the case, FTC considers that the normal value in the instant case, in the 
absence of sales of grey NTCF in the domestic market, would be determined on the basis of 
cost of production. 

In view of the above FTC had not provided details of dipped NTCF sold by the 
company in the domestic market in Taiwan. It was rather reiterated that the company has 
sold only dipped NTCF in the domestic market. Under the circumstances, FTC considered 
that the information with regard to sales of different product in the domestic market would' 
not be relevant in the present investigations. However, the company has expressed its 
willingness.to fully cooperate with the Designated Authority in the present investigations. 

While cross verifying the information from the data submitted by the company, 
certain deficiencies were found and conveyed. It was revealed by the company at this stage 
that the company had sold some quantities of dipped NTCF in the Indian market. Even 
while revealing this information, the company did not provide details of dipped NTCF 
exported to India or sold in the domestic market. However, the Authority reiterated the 
requirement of complete information and information relating to dipped NTCF exported to 
India and sold in the domestic market. Eventually, Formosa provided details of dipped 
NTCF exported to India and sold in the domestic market. 

The submissions of the company has been examined by the Authority. The position 
of the sales in domestic market, exports to India or exports to other countries based on the 
information submitted from time to time in appendices 3(1 to -6) have been compiled and 
is as below:- 
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Type 

Exports to India 


Kg US$ 

GREY 


N6 840I)/D/2 


N6 1260/0/2 

>tc])c+ + 

N6 1680D/2 


Total 

4 : t )(: 

DIPPED 



N68401)/2 Dip 



N6 l26()D/2 Dip 

*** 


N6 1680D/2 Dip 


« + 

Total 

♦ ♦♦ 


Grand Total 


*** 


Domestic 

Sales 

Kg NT$ 


nil nil 


*** 

*** 

*** 


*** 

*** 

♦ ♦♦ * 



Exports to other 
countries 


Kg 

US$ 

nil 

nil 




*** 


*** 

*** 

*** 


*** 

*** 


Exports to India 

The information given by company was analysed. In respect of grade 1260D/2 
dipped as provided in appendix 1 showed a sales value of *** NT against a volume of *** 
kgs. Under appendix 3-5 for the same grade, the company has shown same volume at a 
value of *** NT. The bill-wise entries could not reconcile. The company has not provided 
copies of any invoices. 


The company clarified vide its letter dated 4.2.2003 that the discrepancy was on 
account of a wrong entry. “In Appendix 01 at SI. No.6 quantity shown is ***kgs and value 
shown NT$***. The unit value shown was NT$ ***. It can be noticed from the enclosed 
statement that total value for kgs should have been NT$ ***instead of NTS ***which 
was a typographical error. This is a typographical error and if this is corrected Appendix-I 
and 3-5 will tally. We enclose a copy of the Invoice No.CQ 15725310 which shows NT% 
*** for *** kgs and justifies the exact value.” 


Under appendix 2-21 for grade 1260D/2 dipped regarding information relating to 
export to India, the entries relating to rebates/commission/discount/ocean freight, ocean 
insurance have not been provided. Further same number of invoices (e.g. FME 007614 
dated 20.7.00) with a quantity of*** kilo and with similar invoice number and date with a 
quantity *** kilo have been shown as exported to Apollo Tyres Limited, Gurgaon. In 
respect of exports made to M/s Modi Rubber Limited and M/s Bal Krishna Industries 
Limited, information relating to adjustments on account of rebate, ocean freight and 
insurance have not been provided for grades 1260 D/2 dipped and 1680 D/2 dipped. 


Regarding the same number of invoices, the company clarified vide its letter dated 
4.2.2003 and 7.2.2003. “This is because this invoice relate to two Purchase Orders and 
hence shown as split quantities at the same price The Invoice shows total quantity of *** 
kgs. unit price USD *** kg and packing list shows split quantity *** kgs and *** kgs.” 


Regarding appendix 2-21-Modi Rubber and Balakrishna Tyres wherein FTC not 
showing the ocean i^ight and ocean insurance, it was replied that “this has occurred due to 
oversight by FTC. However we are unable to give ocean freight and ocean insurance in 
respect of these invoices immediately since FTC is closed for Chinese New Year holidays 
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and will reopen on 7* February; We submit these details by 7* February. However, 
the ocean freight and insurance will hOt ^a#y much 111 comparison.” 

Regarding rebates and commission on these invOiCesj it was replied that ‘"please 
note that FTG has sold to these customers directly without invoivefflemt of Chemplast as 
agents in India and hence no rebate OT commission shown on these invoices. Hence there 
will not be any inclusion of commission in respect of invoices for Modi Rubber and 
Balakrishna Tyres.” 

Vide the letter dated 07.02.2003, the information in respect of\lodi Rubber for 
ocean freight and ocean insurance WSS Ineorporated. It was replied that “As per our Letter 
No.CP/A/506/2002-03 dated 4*'’ February, 2003, ttts business was h^ed directly by FTC 
and with Modi Rubber and hence there is no rebate or cdbtiidssion payable.” and the 
information regarding Balakrishna Tyres 1680D/2 Dipped Fabric incorporating Ocean 
Freight. FTC informed, “this being C&F contract, they have not incurred any insurantte 
charges. This business was also handled directly by FTC and hence no commission or 
rebate is payable.” 

Appendix 7 

The company was requested to provide appendix 7 So as to reconcile the figures (in 
absence of physical verification of the data). Vide its letter dated July 3,2002, the company 
mentions that “Appendix-7 is enclosed (A^xure D) with this letter and stated that FTC is 
a multi product company. As explained earlier, present investigations being review of 
existing duties and further considering that the Designated Authority to already conducted 
a detailed investigation, including Visit to Taiwan, FTC considered that the present review 
would remain restricted to mere re-determination of normal value and export price on the 
basis of the methodology already settled in the previous investigation. However the 
company has enclosed relevant information with this letter.” 

While the company has provided some information as required under Annexure-7, 
the Authority notes that the information is grossly insufficient. Authority notes that the 
company has shown dipped NTCF as “other product” and not as “product under 
consideration”. Moreover, the company has prodded details of only the quantities of 
dipped NTCF sold by the company. Fui^ermore, the company has divided dipped NTCF 
also into two categories - (a) dimiers 840b/1260D/i680D and (b) other denier. No 
reasons have been adduced for dividing the product itself into two categories. Apparently, 
the exporter has sold other deniers of NTCF, details of which are not adequately disclosed. 
The present investigation being against all types of NTCF, as described iii the initiation 
notification and final findings earlier notified, the exporter was obliged to disclose 
complete details of all deniers sold-vdiether m the domestic or export market. It is also 
noted that the exporter itself has claimed that its cfq>acity is overlapping with respect to 
NTCF(both Nylon-6 and Nylon-66), Polyester Fabrio and Other such Fabric. Such being 
the situation, information on other fiilnic becomes relevant and very vital. Ciqyacity 
utilisation of the company for grey is 96% {***/***) and for dipped is 94 %(♦**/***). 
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a) Difference in sales quantity-Appdx 7 and appdx 3- GREY category. 

The company has submitted appendix 7 twice. The appendix serves a purpose of 
reconciling the information relating to opening stock, production, sales and closing stock of 
the concerned product. The information also throws a light on the capacity utilisation for 
the product. The company has provided that there was MT production and *** MT as 
sales ofNylon 6 Grey during the POL As per the information compled from appendix 3, 
the sales on account of exports to India for Grey appears as *** MT. 

The company explained vide its letter dated 4.2.03 that “there was a small 
difference of about ***kg (***mt) between the appdx. This was the same quantity i.e. 

***jiit). This is due to typographical error in one invoice. In the earlier 
submission this invoice showed quantity arid value as ♦**kg/USD*** respectively. This 
was corrected subsequently in appdx 2 in the submissions made on 3 July and the quantity 
as per Appdx 2 was ***kg. While preparing appdx 7 for grey fabric sales this omission 
remained to be rectified and hence there is difference of approx ***kg between these two 
figures. We regret the inconvenience.” 

b) Difference in sales quantity-Appdx3 dnd appdx 7-DIPPED Category 

As per appendix 7 the company has shown sales of MT in Nylon 6 dipp^ 
840D/1260D/1680 D varieties vide its submission dated 3”* July, 2002. However, vide its 
submission dated 12.7.02, the Appendix 7 submitted shows sales of these varieties as *** 
MT for the POL As per the information provided imder appendix 3, the sales on dipped 
variety for exports to India/other countries/domestic totals upto *** MT giving a 
difference of MT . Hence, the figures submitted under various Appendices by the 
Company itself does not tally. 

The company was asked to clarify the differences in various appendices. The 
exporter replied vide its letter dated 7.2.03 ^d revealed at this stage that there is another 
special black dipped fabric in 1260D/3 supplied by FTC to other countries which was not 
related to the specification of Indian customers. The difference was explained as below. 

“The difference of about ***kgs (t*^MT) relates to Special Black Dipped Fabric 
in 1260D/3 supplied by FTC to other countries Wch was not related to the specifications 
of Indian customers. The original investigation related to Grey Fabric and subsequently the 
details about dipped fabric was asked by the Authority and FTC in compliance submitted 
the details of dipped fabric in 840D, 1260D, and 1680D to the Authority as per Appendix- 
3. Since dipp^ fabric was not in the original investigation of NTCF and subsequent 
submission was made as per the directions of the Authority, FTC did not include this 
Special Black Dipped Fabric in the Appendix-3. Since Appendix-7 required to show the 
total sales of Dipped Fabric 840D, 1260D and 1680D FTC very correctly made the total 
sales as **♦ MT in Appendix-7 but this did not tally with Appendix 3-4, 3-5 and 3-6 
figures. FTC want to clarify that this was a Special Black Dipp^ Fabric supplied to other 
countries and was not related at all and hence this was not shown in Appendix-3, but being 
1260D it had incorporated in the total sales as per Appendix-7. Hence this difference.” 
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The authority notes that exporter has preferred not to submit data as per the; 
requirements of the questionnaire but in bits and^ieces. This does not generate enou^ 
confidence to accept the submitted data. However, in absence of any other information, the 
Authority has placed reliance on the submissions to the extant possible and have admitted 
the claims based on reasonability. 

COST OF PRODUCTION 

The submissions in this respect were examined. The company has purchased yam 
from its affiliate. The Authority demanded cost of production statement in respect of the 
yam. considering that the stq^lies were being made by an affiliate tod purchase price may 
not be in the* ordinary course of trade. Rather than giving the desired information, ,the 
company has resorted to argument to justify that the purchase price is appropriate. The 
Authority notes that the exporter is at a liberty to advance its argument. However, as noted 
by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in the matter of Haldor Topsoe also, the exporter is first 
obliged to provide the information demanded by the Authority. In the instant case, the 
exporter has merely attempted to justify its information without providing the information 
desired by the Authority. 

The company has submitted a sheet showing statement of revenue/expenditure for 
year ending Dec 2000 and Dec 1999. The company has also submitted expenditure 
allocations for its tyre cord Fabric division alongwith allocation of expenses for subject 

. goods 

The company has provided grade-wise cost under different expenditure heads 
under appendix 8. The appendices are in respect of 840D/2, I260D/2, 1680D/2 regarding 
grey and dipped. This information is provided in USD. An attempt has been made to 
collect all the information provided under appendix 8 and cross verify it. The details are 

(US$ NT conversion 
rate=31.68) 

inUS$ in 000 In US 
NT 

Total 






as follows: 

Formosa Taffeta Co Ltd, Taiwan POI 01.04.2000- 
31.03.2001 

As provided by the company in Appendix 8 for different 
deniers. 



840 D/2 

1260 D/2 

1680 

1260 

1680 

840 




D/2 

D/2DIP 

D/2DIP D/2 







DIP 

Prod/KG 





*** 


Materials 



44>)|> 

*** 

*** 


warp yam 



*** 


*** 

<i*)i** 

weft 



*** 

**♦ 


♦♦♦ 

filling 







Chemicals 





*** 

♦♦♦ 

direct 

*♦* . 



*** 

*** 






116_ THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY _ [PartI—Sec. 1] 


labour 

Utilities 

Mfg exps 
Depriciati 

*** 

Ht** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

♦ ♦♦ 

*** 

<¥** 

*** 

*** 

*** 


*** 

*** 

if* 

4>4>4> 

*** 

** 

*** 

on 

Financing 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 



*** 

*** 

**<¥ 

exp* 

Interest 

♦♦♦ 

*** 



if* 


*** 

*** 


' 

exp* 

Packing 

♦♦♦ 

*** 





*** 

*** 



exp 

selling/ad 

mn* 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 



*** 

*** 


Total exp 

♦ ♦♦ 

♦♦♦ 

♦ ♦♦ 


*** 


♦ ♦♦ 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Exp.- 

*** 

Average 

♦♦♦ 

♦ ♦♦ 

♦ ♦♦ 


*** 


*** 

*** 


SGA* 

Add 

♦♦♦ 

*** 

♦♦♦ 

*** 


*** 



*** 


14.59% 

Profit 

14.2% 

♦♦♦ 

♦♦♦ 


*** 


*** 


♦ ♦♦ 



cost per 

*** 

♦♦♦ 

*** 

*** 


*** 


*** 

*** 


kg 

Wtd 


4c4<itt 


*** 







average 

Export 


*** 

♦♦♦ 

♦ ♦♦ 







price ex 

factory 

wtd 




*** 







average 












*SGA includes Financing exp. Interest exp and selling/admn as claimed by the company. 


Cross verification through the Statement of Income for period ending Dec2000. 

The company along with its submissions dated 3.7.2003 submitted a sheet showing 
statement of income tax for year ending 31.12.2002 and 31.12.99. The company was asked 
to submit complete copy of balance sheet repeatedly which was not submitted. 

Based on this information, the Authority notes that expenditures booked for year 
31.12.00 on account of SG&A expenditures is as follows:- 
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NT S (in thousand) 

Selling expenses 

*** 

Admin. Expenses 


Interest 

*** 

_^_—— -1 

Other expenditures 


V 

Total 



Net operating revenue is ***after reducing income (before income tax) i.e.***, the 
cost of production comes to***. Comparing the quantum of SG&A expenses (***), it 
comes to ***% of costs. Income (***) as % of Net Operating revenue comes to ***%. 

It can be seen that as per appdx 8 the company has clmmed the expenses incurred 
on account of financial and interest, selling, general and administrative expenses account 
for ***% of the cost of production. This is calculated at by adding ***+***+***=♦♦♦'and 
compared \rith total expenditure i.e***. Ho^yever, even thou^ the Profit and Loss 
Account provided by *6 company is not for the investigation period, the P&L for the full 
year 2000 shows that ** *% of the costs are on these accounts. 

Notwithstanding, the various deficiencies and contradictions in the information, "the 
Authority notes, that the claim of SGA expenses made by the company cannot sustain in the 
light of the P&L for the completed period. It would be most desirable to, base SGA 
expenses on the audited P&L Account in the absence of complete information and various 
contradictions. Allocation of SGA in the present circumstances is most desirable and 
hence the Authority proposes to apply Ae same. The Authority, has, therefore, 
redetermined cost of production for each grade and has determined dumping margin 
accordingly. 

Since the information given by the exporter with regard to sales of NTCF in the 
domestic market are inadequate, the Authority is prevented from assessing the profit earned 
by the exporter from sal6s in the domestic market. In view of the same, the Authority has 
considered reasonable profit as the profit earned by the company on all its products, which 
includes the like product. Tlie profit margin comes to ***%. 

Cross verification thru the allocation sheet. 

The company has submitted fectory cost land profit of exports to India vide 
appendix 8 in respect of 840D/2, 1260D/2, 1680D/2 regarding ^y and dipped. Despite 
repealed reminders, the company has not submitted its printed balance sheet vide its letter 
dated 8.7.2002 submitted allocation of expenses for subject goods and other than subject 
goods for the POL 

It appears that the figures are reconciled with the balance sheet of the company and 
have been submitted after due reconciliation. The company has provided information for 
its T\'re Cord Fabric Division as a whole and have bifurcated into the columns for subject 
goods and other than subject goods. It is submitted by the company that separate records 
are maintained for tyre cord fabric division, hence the Autiiority is justified in its 
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presumption that the figures submitted are taken from the main balance sheet and are duly 
reconciled. The figures are expressed in thousand new Taiwan Dollars. New Taiwan dollar 
is depicted as NT by the company in its submission. The conversion rate with US dollar 
average for the POI is given as 31.68. 

Referring to the above table, it may be seen that an amount of ***USD have been 
allocated as incurred towards cost of production for manufacturing the above grades grey 
and dipped as per appendix 8. Taking into account the amounts given against accounting 
head? presumably, taking all the expenditures together to .be treated as cost of production 
gives a figure of *** NT. Converting it with the given exchange rate the figures comes to 
USD ■ As per appendix 7 provided on 8.7.2002, the company has shown a figure of 
*** USD as production value of *** MT of grey and dipped of aforementioned grades. 
These figures does not tally amongst themselves. 

Placing a reliance on the figures submitted as allocation of expenses of subject 
goods, the company has given a total of ***thousand NT towards total expenditure of Tyre 
Corct Fhbric Division. Even after allowing the receipts on account of ^ancial incomes 
and other revenues, the net expenditure remains *** thousand NT(*** thousand USD). 
This Can be presumed to be the total cost of production excluding any incomes etc. for the 
entire Tyre Cord Fabric Division. 

As per appendix 7, it is submitted that the company sold *** MT of grey/dipped 
NTCF and *** MT of other related products. The total comes to *** MT. The company 
has not provided the sales value for other products. The company has not given the 
production details/value (as repeatedly requested) imder appendix 7 so as to enable the 
Authoi ity to know the quantum of production for grey/dipped NTCF and other products. 
In absence of the details of the production quantity for oier products, the next available 
wa\ of allocating expenditure remains based on sales quantities. 

The allocation sheet is as follows:- 


POI-1 -4-2000-31.3.2001 New Taiwan Dollars 


Particular 

Tyre cord 

falmcs 

divisions 

Subject goods 

Variable costs 



Direct Materials 



Factory overheads 

*** 

*** 

Selling expenses 

♦♦♦ 

*♦* 

Fixed costs 



Direct labour 



Factory overheads 

♦ ♦♦ 


Selling expenses 


*** 

Administrative 

♦ ♦♦ 

*** 

expenses 



Total cost 

' 
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Financial expenses 


Other non-operating 


Expenses 


Financial incomes 


Other Revenues 



Net cost 


Allocating an expenditure of (*♦* NT$) converted to ***thousand USD (the total 
for Tyre Cord Fabric Division) on a total sales quantity of *** MT, it gives an expenditure 
of** * thousand USD on a sale of *** MT of grey/dipped for aforementioned grades. This 
gives an average of*** USD, an average cost of production after allowing or reducing the 
total ©ipenditure by other incomes/revenues. 


A question can be raised as to calculating an average for different grades/daniers 
grey and dipped. The dipped variety is supposed to carry comparatively higher cost of 
production. However in absence of complete details provided by the company, the options 
left to rely on the data submitted by the compMiy to the extent or as for as it can be 
reconciled out of the appendices submitted. 


Normal Value: 

It has been submitted by the compMiy that they do not have any sale of grey NTCF 
in thedomestic market. The compaiy has exported gray NTCF to India. The company has 
fiirther suggested that in the absence of sales of gray NTCF in the domestic market, normai 
valu^ Would be determined on the basis of cost of production. In view of this the company 
has not provided details of dipped NTCF sold by the compMiy in the domestic market in 
Taiwian. It is further clarified that the company has sold only dipped NTCF in the domestic 
market and has neither sold Miy gray NTCF in Taiwan nor exported gray NTCF to other 
countries. 

The company therefore concludes and considers that the information with regard to 
sales of different products in the domestic market would not be relevant in the present 
investigations. In this situation, the normal value has been constructed for grey/dipped 
based on the information provided by the company as per ^pdx 8, as per the statement of 
incom® for year ending dec2000 and as per the expenditure allocation sheet for Tyre cord 
division and the product under reference. 

Formosa Taffeta Co Ltd, Taiwan POI 01.04.2000- (US$ NT conversion 
31.03.2001 rate=31.68) 

As provided by the company in Appendix 8 for in US$ in 000 In US$ 

different deniers. NT 

840 D/2 1260 1680 1260 1680 840 D/2 Total 

D/2 D/2 D/2DIP D/2DIP DIP 

Prod/KCr *** *** *** *** *** *** ***' 


Add 


««« ^ '*** *** 
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*** %t:|t 4»)|c4c 

3t:)(c)(c 4:>|c4c ♦♦♦ ♦♦♦ *♦* :(c4e:ie 


The exporter has objected to the methodology adopted by the Authority. However, the 
Authority notes that there were significant variations in the information submitted and the 
same has been accepted by the exporter also. It can not be argued by .the exporter that it 
was unaware of these discrepancies, nor at any stage the exporter suo moto brought these 
discrepancies to the knowledge of the Authority. Further, despite various opportunities, the 
exporter did not come forward with adequate submissions. For instance, copies of relevant 
invoices wherever some discrepancies were pointed out, cost of production statement of 
NTCF Yam procured from the affiliate and a copy of published Annual Report. 

(H) Other Producers/Exporters from Taiwan;- 

The Authority observes that other producers/exporters from USA have not responded to the 
questionnaire in the prescribed format and have not furnished information relating to 
normal value, export price, and dumping margia The Authority therefore considers such 
producers/exporters to be non-cooperative and has proceeded on best available informatioa 

Therefore, for non-cooperative exporters, the Authority has adopted the ex-factory normal 
value of USD*** forgrey & US$ *** forDIP/kg. 

(B) EXPORT PRICE 

(A) M/s PTGT Petrochem Industries Tbk, Indonesia 

The exporter had furnished information pertaining to sales of the subject goods viz. 
exports to India, domestic market sales and exports to other countries as per Appendix 3. 
The information on exports has been furnished for 840D/2, 1260D/2 and 1680D/2 grades 
(Grey fabric). The factory costs and profit furnished in Appendix 8 has also been 
furnished for these grades of Grey fabric. In Appendix 9 and 10 (Factory Cost and profit 
for Domestic Sales and Non-India Countries) the constructed cost ha.s been given for 
1680D/2 has been given. In Appendix 4 (sales price stmcture for exports to India) 
adjustments have been claimed on account of charges beforp and after fob. 

Examination by Authority 

840D/2 (grey) - The list price claimed is USD ***. It is seen from Appendix 3 A that the 
company has sold a total quantity of ***kg of a value of USD ***to India during the 
period of investigation (POI). The unit price works out to USD ***. After considering a 
commission amount of USD ***, inland freight at USD ***/kg, overseas freight at USD 
***/kg and overseas insurance at USD ***/kg the price at ex-factory level works out to 
USD ***/kg. The factory cost of 840D/2 (grey) is USD ***/kg and the price at ex-factory 
level is higher than the cost of production. 


14.59% 
profit 
14.2% 
cost per kg 
wtd 

average 



wm TaRi Tl^m : — -- --- ' 

U^^*^g“a^o'I^ insurimce at USD ^ ^ 

I • ^ i. T ISO »**/kg. It is seen from Appendix 3 A tM 

'r’^L -"Of • 

U^*S“anToverseasinsunmce the price at ex- 

ii«n ♦*»/ke The factory cost of I68OU/2 

f^cCtevel^higherthanthecostofproduct.^ 

^ f ♦♦♦Ira of erev fabric in the abo^^e-mentioned 

The Authority notes that a JJ <,f USD**". Afrer 

grades were exported to India g . ex-factory export price for all 

yf r~?yr,lS^‘.S.USD l 2 «H»(gw)ttUSD™»» 

to normal value, export price, ^ddumpmgW ^o^pemtion from other 

available information on ^ord in tne 

exporters/producers in indonesm POl i e. $* -/kg and after 

The authority has taki^ P"®*“ $-*/kB- 

allowing the adjustments claimed , 

nss-r^i»(iS-T--ss nsr-FS 


1260D/2 


fabric 


1260D/3 


fabric 


1680D/2 


fabric 

1680D/2 
fabric 



833 Gi/2003-16 
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. _ _ __ m _ 

iomS to Ma in Appendix 4 the 

includes Inland freight, handling, others n y r r- ,. /and after fob which 
ap^ from discounts/ commission for exports of 12«lS “^er^^ inurance and others 
justments on the average cif price of USD »»»/kB /as considering 

factory export price for 1260D/2 works out to US^**3), the ex- 

com^y has claimed VLjustaenror^c*^^^^^ ‘1^’® “ Appendix 4 the 

mcludn Inland freight, handling, otheis overseas fiei^^“ before and after fob which 

a^ from discounts/commissions for exports of 12 ^^’®*bers 

adjustments on the average cif price of USD ♦♦♦Ao f, considering 

factory export price for 1260D/3 works out to USD‘*»^g‘^ 3), the ex- 

.. M. f. A,p«U, 4 fc 

includes Inland freight, handling, others ovem^! fr before and after fob which 

ap^ from discounts/ commissions for e^rts of 1260 n /7 “''^'^“.‘“S'nance and others 
a justments on the average cif price of USD ***/ke /as considering 

factory export price for 1680D/2 works out to USiJ*5g 3X the «/- 

cornw hlTSriS « Appendix 4 the 

includes Inland freight, handling, others overseal ^ which 

ap^ from discounts/ commissions for exports c*bers 

considering adjustments on the average cif priL of USD 

3), the ex-factory export price for \?(\c\rin i /kg (as claimed in Appendix 

factory export price to *** - »*» = *..^g ^ ’^80 D/2 dipped to arrive at the ex- 

Examination by the Authority:- 

solution for^Sffabrictold^Ttte'diiTc'IJ^k “f‘“PPWg 

solution cost is USD *»*/ke I 9 r;nnn market m Appendix 9. The per unit dif 
(dipi^d fabric). On an average the dj 

exporter has exported primarily raw fabricTSo/^ iCi^f ^SD ‘*»/kg. The 

rti 

1260D/2 .USD***/kg (for raw fabric) 


[^i—•^gr^ 1] 
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1260D/3 - USD ♦♦♦/kg (for raw fabric) 

1680D/2 - USD ♦♦♦/kg (for raw fabric) 

1680D/3- USD ♦♦♦/Kg (constructed for grey ) 

Other Producers/Exporters from Korea:- 

The Authority observes that other producers/exporters from Korea have not responded to 
the questionnaire in the prescribed format and have not furnished mfonnation relating to 
normal value, export price, and dumping margin. The Authority has relied upon best 
available information on record in the absence of co-operation from other 
exporters/producers in Korea, 

The ex-fectory export price for all non-cooperative exporters for all grades from Korea is 
assessed as USD^*^/kg (grey fabric) and USD ♦♦♦/kg (dip fabric). 

to M/s ThaiBaroda,ThaiIand;- 

Export Price 

The company has submitted details of export sales to India during the period of 
investigation vide Annexure 2. The company has exported ♦♦♦ kg of grade A and ♦♦♦kg 
of grade B which totals up to *♦* kg. The DGCIS data is showing the export as 3818443 
kg during the POI. This difference could be due to the shipment and actual arrival. 
However, as disclosed date by the exporter is higher, it does not suggest any suppression. 

The weighted average export price comes to Baht ♦♦♦/kg. 

The company has claimed add-back on account of duty benefit in the list price on account 
of duty free imports. This amounts to Baht ♦♦♦ per kg. The company has submitted 
documents showing certificate of the Government in this regard. The certificate is in the 
shape of a promotion certificate firom the office of the Board of Investment stating clearly 
that under Section 36(1) and (2) there is an exemption of import duties on the raw 
materials and essential materi^s imported to produce for export for the period 15 
August, 1999 to 14* August, 2001. The company has received a total duty benefit of Baht 
♦♦♦in the investigation period. Against which the company has exported ♦♦♦ kgs. (India 
**♦ kg. + other countries ♦** kgs. as per Appendix 3A). The benefit comes to Baht 
*♦ */kg. The same has been added as against the company’s claim of ♦♦♦ Baht/kg. 

ihe company has also claimed deductions on account of handling, overseas freight and 
overseas insurance. The company' has submitted that the adjustment on account of 
handling includes inland freight as well. As per trial balance Code No.530203 against 
exports of *** kg. the amount on account of handling is Baht ♦♦♦giving an impact of ♦♦♦ 
Baht/kg. This has been allowed. 
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The company has claimed adjustment on account of overseas freight. The same is as per 
trail balance Code No.530209 showing an export of *** kg. gra^e A with a total amount 
of * * * Baht giving an impact of * * * Baht/kg. This has been allowed. 

The company has claimed adjustment on account of overseas insurance. The same is as 
per trail balance Code No.530202 showing an export of ♦♦♦kg. grade A with a total 
amount of *** Baht giving an impact of ♦♦♦Baht/kg. This has been allowed. 

Allowing these adjustments the export price comes to ♦♦♦ Baht^g. 

The export price calculated in original investigation has also been checked. Against CIF 
invoice value of *♦♦ US$, the expenses allowed were ♦♦* US$ per kg. giving an export 
price of ♦♦* US$ per kg. 

During the mid-term review, the CIF invoice value is ♦♦♦US$/kg. and after allowing 
adjustments of *♦* the export price at ex-factory level comes to ♦♦♦ US$ per kg. It may 
be seen that in comparison to the original investigation the CIF price has gone up whereas 
keeping the adjustments to more or less same levels. 

Dumping Margin: 

Based on the normal value of *** Baht-per kg. after considering the admissible deductions 
and the export price of Baht ♦♦♦, the dumping margin comes to Baht ♦♦♦ This comes to 
0.03 5% of export price. 

Other Producers/Exporters from Thailand:- 

After taking lowest export price (Baht ♦♦♦ converted to ♦♦♦ US$) and allowing 
adjustments (Baht ♦♦♦) as claimed by the co-operative exporter from Thailand, the ex¬ 
factory weighted average export price comes to ♦♦♦ Baht or ♦♦♦ $/Kg. 

< 

(D) M/S Formosa Taffeta Co., Taiwan 
Export Price 

The company has provided sales price structure fdt wq^prts to India for its different 
grades for grey and dipped variety. The company has not submitted any documents to 
substantiate the adjustments claimed. The company exported *♦♦ MT(grey and dipped) 
at a total value *** USD giving an weighted average export price of ♦♦♦ USD/kg. The 
company has claimed adjustments on account of discount/commission (♦♦♦%), packing, 
inland freight, overseas fi^ight, overseas insurance and on account of clearance and 
handling. All these adjustments average around to **♦ USD/ kg . The company has not 
submitted any back-up to substantiate these adjustments. However, in absence of releyant 
documents but going by the comparative adequacy of the adjustments requested, the 
Authority proposes to allow the same. 
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This gives a weighted average export price adjusted to ex-factory level as »** USD/kg. 
Formosa Taffeta Co Ltd, Taiwan 

As nrovided bv the company in Appendix 8 for different demers. 

840 D/2 DIP 


*** 


*** 


1680 D/2 

1260 

1680 


D/2DIP 

D/2DIP 

*** 


*** 

*♦* 

*** 







**♦ 


Prod 
/KG 

Export *** 
price 
ex 

factory 
wtd 
averag 

„ ch*Sb7«« co-«p««i™ *• r.f*; ‘r'^r‘1 

comes to $ ♦♦*/kg for grey and by taking lowest export pnce @ $* /kg for ^pp^ and 
X aio^ng adfus— @*-$. the wtd average export price comes to $-/kg for 

dipped. 


■(C) Dumping Margin:- 
Examination by the Authority:- 


The Authority has followed the consistent policy of adopting the pnnciples govemng the 
I^In of Normal Value. Export Price and Margin of Dumpmg as aid « 

Annexure I of the anti-dumping rules: Based on the ex-fectory normal values and ex- 
Xiry export prices as indicated above, the Authority assessed the dumping margins in 
case of all exporters from the subject countries as given in the table below:- 



Producer/Exporter 

Dumping Margin (%) 

Noimial Value 
OJSD/kit) 

Export Price 
fUSD/kfi) 

DM 

Indonesia 

(1) M/s PTGT 

Petrochem Industries 
Tbk 

840D/2 (dipped 
sold; after 

exclusion of dip 
cost) 

USD*** 

840D/2 (grey 
exported) 

USD *** 

10.46% 



1260D/2 (dipped 
sold; after 
exclusion of dip 
cost) 

USD*** 

1260D/2 (grey^ 

exported) 

USD*** 

7.84% 
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1680D/2 (grey) 
constructed price 
USD *** 

1680D/2 grey 
fabric exportec 
USD *** 



(2) All other 
producers/export 
ers 

USD *♦* 

USD *** 


Korea 

(1) M/s Hyosung 
_ggrp._ 

1260D/2 Grey 
USD *** 

I260D/2 

USD *** 




1260D/3(grey) 
USD 3*** 

1260 D/3 

USD *** 

12.74% 



1680D/2 (grey) 
USD *** 

1680D/2 

USD *** 

16.50% 



1680D/2(dipped ) 
USD *** 

1680D/2 

USD *** 

30.60% 





29.67 % 
30.60% 

Thailand 

(1) M/s Thai Baroda 
(Dipped) 

USD 

USD *** 

0.035% 



USD *** 

USD *** 


Taiwan 

(1) M/s Formosa Taffeta 
840D/2—grey_ 

USD *** 

USD*** 

18.37% 


1260D/2—grey 

USD 

USD *** 



1680D/2—grey 

USD *** 

USD*** 

16.16% 


Wtd average—grey 

USD **♦ 

USD*** 



1260D/2—dipped 

USD 

USD *** 

BB 


168 OD/2—dipped 

USD *** 

USD *** 

14.97% 


Wtd average—dipped 

USD*** 

USD *** 

m 


I. INJURY:- 

Under Rule 11 supra, Aimexure-II, when a finding of injury is arrived at, such finding shall 
involve determination of the injury to the domestic industry, “taking into account all relevant 
tacts including the volume of dumped imports, their effect on prices in the domestic market 
or like ^^icles ^d the consequent effect of such imports on domestic producers of such 
^icle. .. In cOMidermg the effect of the dumped imports on prices, it is considered necessary 
to examine whefter there has been a significant price undercutting by the dumped imports as 
compared with the pnce of the like article in India, or whether the effect of such imports is 
otherwise to depress pnces to a significant degree or prevent price increase, which otherwise 
would have occurred, to a significant degree. 


i 
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Annexure Il(iii) under Rule 11 supra further jwovides that in case where imports of a product 
from more than one country are being simultaneously subjected to anti-dumping 
investigations, the Designated Authority will cumulatively assess the effect of such unports, 
only when it determines that the margin of dumping established in relation to the imports 
from each country is more than two per cent exjM-essed as a percentage of export price ^d 
the volume of the imports from each country is three per cent of the imports of the like article 
or where the export of the individual countries is less than three per cent , the imports 
cumulatively account for more than seven per cent of the imports of the like article, and 
cumulative assessment of the effect of imports is appropriate in light of the conditions of 
competition between the imported article and the like domestic article. 

The Authority notes that the margin of dumping and quantum of imports from the subject 
countries are more than the limits prescribed in Rule 11 Supra. 


For the examination of the impact of imports on the domestic industry in India, the Authority 
has considered such further indices having a bearing on the state of the industry as 
production, capacity utilisation, quantum of sales, stock, profitability, net sales realisation, 
the magnitude and margin of dumping etc. in accordance wire Aimexure II (iv) of the rules 

supra the details of which are given below:- 


(a) Quantum of Imports 


Country 

1998-99 

1999-2000 


Indonesia 


22,34,172 

29,90,624 

Korea 


16,14,684 

16,21,698 

Thailand 



38,18,443 

Taiwan 



63,62,563 

Sub Countries 

1,45,63,091 

1,41,14,982 

1,47,93,328 

Other Sources 

21,41,719 

25,34,450 

34,59,212 

Total Imports 

1,67,04,810 

1,66,49,432 

1,82,52,540 


The Authority has relied on DGC&IS data for the purpose of the subject investigations as 
DGC&IS computes the statistical data for all ports and the import data can be said to 
reasonably reflect the volume of total imports into the country. 


The total imports of NTCF increased by 9.26 % in the POI over that of 98-99 and by 9.63% 
over that of 99-2000. The increase in the total imports of the subject goods from the subject 
countries was 4.8% in POI over 1999-00 and reduced by 3.71% 99-2000 over the level of 
1998-99. The DGCIS has provided transaction wise import data for the period of 
investigation. It is observed that the quantum of total imports and the imports from the subject 
countries increased as compared to the level of 1998-99. 

The share of the imports from the subject countries as a percent of the total imports has gone 
down gradually from 87.18% in the year 1998-99 to 84.78 % in 1999-2000 to 81.05% during 
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the period of investigation. The share of imports from subject countries as a share of total 
imports have therefore shown a declining trend. 


(b) Production and Capacity Utilisation:- 


The production capacity, actual production and capacity utilisation of the petitioners was as 
follows: - 


Petitioners 

Year 

Installed 

Capacity (MT) 

Production 

(MT) 

Capacity 
Utilisation % 

Domestic 

Industry 

1998-99 

39500 

29755 

75.32 


1999-2000 

39500 

34531 

87.42 


POI 




SRF Ltd. 


18300 

16468 

89.99 

NRC Ltd. 


7500 

6116 

81.53 

Nirlon Ltd 


7200 

5688 

79.0 

TFL Ltd 


6500 

2140 

32.92 

Domestic 

Industry (Total) 


39500 

30412 

77.00 


The installed capacity of the domestic industry remained constant at 39500 MT during the 
three years. Production of the domestic industry was 34531 MT during 1999-2000 vriiich 
went down to 30412 MT during 2000-01. As production went down, capacity utilization also 
declined from 87.42% during 1999-2000 to 77.0% during 2000-0. The decline in production 
was due to the low level of plant utilisation of TFL Ltd., which was significantly lower at 
32.92%. All other constituent members of the domestic industry achieved high levels of 
capacity utilisation. 

(c) Sales and Market Share:- 


The quantum of sales made by the petitioners and the value thereof were as follows:- 



1998-99 

1999-2000 

POI 

Volume (MT) 




SRF Ltd. 

16926 

19580 

17470 

NRC Ltd. 

6054 

6685 

5545 

Nirlon Ltd 

—'■ f ' _ 

4104 

4899 

5372 

TFL Ltd 

1475 

3326 

2094 

Total 

28559 

34490 

30481 

Price (Rs/kg) 




SRF Ltd. 


*** 


NRC Ltd. 




Nirlon Ltd 

♦ ♦♦ 



TFL Ltd 




Total 
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Sales ofthe domestic industry were 34490 MT during 1999-2000. It went down to 30481 MT 
2000-01 registering a fall of 4009 MT in a single year. In percentage terms, the 
declme works out to 11.62%. However the sales volume of the domestic industry increased 
m the POI over 1998-99. The average prices of the domestic industry have also increased in 
the POI as compared to earlier years. 



1998-99 

1999-00 

2000-01 

Total Imports 

16705 

16649 " 

18252 

Domestic industry 

28559 

34490 

30481 

Century Enka 

9485* 

10172 

9842* 

Demand (approx.) 

54749 

61311 

58575 

Share of Domestic Industry 

r52.16% 

^56.25% . 

52.04% 

Share of Imports % 

30.51% 

27.15% 

31.16% 

Share of Dumped Imports % 

26.59% 

23.02% 

25.25% 


• as per balance sheet of the company. 


The share of total imports in demand was 30.51%, 27.15 % and 31.16% in 98-99, 99-2000 
and the POI respectively. The share of dumped imports from the subject countries in demand 
was 26.6%, 23.02% and 25.25% in 98-99, 99-2000 and the POI respectively. The share of 
domesuc industry in demand has remamed stable. While the share of total imports has gone 
up marginally, the share of dumped imports has declined as compared to 1998-99 The 
increase in imports in 2000-01 by 1603MT is significantly less than the decline in sales 
volume of the petitioners by 4009MT. 


(c) Price undercutting and price depression 


The landed prices ofthe imported material as per DGCIS data is given below. 


1998-99 

Country/Source 

HHI 

mm 

CIF/Kfi 

Landed/Ka 



mmmgm 

‘126.45 




25,10,65,791 

130.12 


Korea 


47.16,81,739 

127.00 


Thailand 

mmsEm 

63,11,11,954 

126.37 

178.69 

- — -- 


fr. 



1999-00 


Country/Source 


mm 


mum 



64,88,81,537 

130.30 

184.25 

Indonesia 

——- 

■jVtetwiriMi 

27,59,88,575 

123.53 

174.67 


KdtEXiU 

20,40;48,125 

MEmmi 

178.69 
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Thailand 


52,86,331 


65,57.53,091 


124.05 


2000-01 


Country/Source 


Taiwan 


Indonesia 


Korea 


Thailand 


Q«y(h8) 


63.62.563 


29.90,624 


16.21.698 


38.18,443 


Total (Rs) 


95.01.42,262 


44.8937,684 


24.13.84,180 


58,19,41,882 


CIF/Kg 


14933 


150.12 


148.85 


152.40 


175.40 


Landed/Kg 


188.53 


189.52 


187.92 


192.41 


The landed price has been calculated by taking 40% custom duty .and 1% landing charges for 

1998-99 1999-00 and custom duty 25% for year 2000"01(POI). 

__ Rs/Kg 


Year 

Sales Realisation of 
Dom. Industry 

Landed Price of Imports 

Indonesia 

Korea 

Thailand 

Taiwan 

1998-99 

*** 

184.00 

179.58 

. 178.69 

178.8 

1999-2000 

*** 

174.67 

178.69 

175.4 

184.25 

POI 

*** 

189.5^^ 

187.92 

192.4in 

.. - 

188.53 


The Authority notes that the sales realisation of the domestic industry in the POI has improved 
as compared to 1998-99 and 1999-2000. The landed value of imports from the subject 
countries has shown an upward trend in the PCM. 


It has been argued by the petitioner that adoption of DCjCI&S data might have resulted in 
cumulation of imports of (jrey and Dipped NTCF. The Authority, however, notes that while 
entire exports made by Thai Baroda were dipped only, entire exports made by PTGT, 
Indonesia were Grey only. Further, majority of exports made by Formosa and Hyosung were a 
mix of Grey and Dipped. However, in case of Formosa and Hyosung, majority of imp(^ 
were Grey. In any case. Authority considered the export price given by the respective 
exporters and compared corresponding landed price with the selling price of petitioners and 
finds no evidence of price undercutting as m^y be seen trom the table below: - 


POI 

Sales Realisation of 
Dom. Industry 

Landed Price of Imports 

Indonesia 

Korea 

Thailand 

Taiwan 



*** 



### 

Dipped 


No exports 

#*# 

*#* 

### 

Average 

*** 

189.52 

187.92 

192.41 

188.53 


(d) Profitability:- 

It can be seen from the table below that while cost of production has come down, the sales 
realisation has improved. The development of the losses of the subject goods shows that 
direct losses per unit of sale improved from -19.72/kg in 98-99 to -8.75/kg in the POI. 
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98-99 

^2000 

POI 





SRFLtd. 

*** 

■ X ■ 


NRCLtd. 



*** 

Nirlon Ltd 


*** 

♦ ♦♦ 

Tyre Cord Fabric Ltd. 



*** 

Total 

*** 



Selling Price (Rs/kg) 
net of excise 




SRFLtd. 

*** 

*** 

*** 

NRC Ltd. 

*** 



Nirlon Ltd 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Tyre Cord Fabric Ltd. 

*** 

*** 


Total 

♦ ♦♦ 

*** 

*** 

P/L (Rs. /kg) 




SRF Ltd. 




NRC Ltd. 


♦♦♦ 

(***) 

Nirlon Ltd 

i!!!)_ 

i***) 

(***) 

Tyre Cord Fabric Ltd. 



(***) 

Total 

(19.72) 

(11.04) 

(8.75) 


(e) Closing Stocks (MT) 

The closing stocks of the petitioners were as given in the table below:- 



98-99 

99-2Q00 

POI 


1767 

529, 

1249 


The closing stock as on 31** March 2000 was worth 6 days of sales made during 1999-2000 
whereas the closing stock on 3 T* March 2001 was worth 15 days of sales made during 2000- 
01. The Authority however notes that the decline in sales (by 4009MT) is far more than the 
increase in stocks and cannot be attribute to increase in imports or decline in sales vcdume. 

(I) Employment & Wages:- 

On an ov^l basis, number of persons employed by the domestic industry was 4187 during 
1999-2000. It went down to 3927 during POL It may be noted that the number of employees 
given include in some cases the total number of persons employed by tiie petitioner 
companies and may not represent the number actually employed on ihe product concerned. 
However, due to continuing losses, wages remained more or less at the same level. When the 
effects of diunped imports are removedj the domestic industry would be in a position to effect 
wage incjeases. 

(g) Cash flow and ability to raise investments:- 

Sustained losses for the past three years have severely affected the cash flow position of the 
domestic industry. Deterioration in the profitability of one of the constituents of the domestic 
industry was also responsible for adverse cash flow. 


833 GI/2003—10 
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.T. Calcutation of NIP by th e Authority 


The Authority notes that while standing of the domgstic industry may not an iMue and the 
constituent units of the domestic industry may undergo a change, &e M^ng mfo^tion of 
all units (petitioners, supporters and those not ORKtsIng) would be viM for analyzang the 
reasonable non injurious price of all domestic manufecteas ptodut^g the subject goods as 
ultimately any antidumping duty seeks to provide a level jdayfag field to all producers. 


The Authority has therefore determined the NIP of the domestic industry in these review 
investigations after considering M/s century Enka also on account of followmg factors: 

(a) M/s Century Enka was a part of the domestic industry In the original investigations; 

(b) Century Enka is one ofthe biggest producers of the subject goods; 

(c) Century Enka has not cited any reasons for not being an 'active participanf m these mid¬ 
term review investigations; , ^ ^ i« 

(d) The application of the domestic industry does not state why Century Enka is not a 

constituent unit of the domestic industry. At the same time, application of domestic industry 
did not specifically state that Cent^ would not participate in the investigation and is not 
willing to provide relevant information; 

(e) Century Enka has not opposed the petition; 

(f) Century Enka continues to be a producer of NTCF; 

(g) the costing information of all units (petitioners, sui^orters and diosp not opposing) 
would be vital for analysing the reasonable non-injurious price of all domestic manufactmers 
producing the subject goods as ultimately any antidumping duty seeks to provide a ievel 

playing field to all producers; ... 

(h) The main reason for the domestic industry in filing this review petition was the 

reduction in customs duty immediately after the final notification which has eroded the impact 
* of protection provided to the domestic industry. The reduction in customs duty md the 
consequent reduction in landed value have a direct impact on the injury margin determined by 
the Authority in the original investigation. The inj^y margin is the difference between the 
NIP and the landed value. This would have impacted all Indian Producers equally. Therefore, 
the level of protection required in these Investigations can be determined only on the basis of 

costing data of all producers. , i 

(i) Rule 6(8) of the Anti-Dumping Rules, as reiterated in the Initiation Notification, clearly 
states that," In case where an interested party refuses access to, or otherwise do^ not provide 
necessary information within a reasonable period, or si^ficantiy impedes the investigation, 
the Authority may record its findings on the basis of the facts available to it and make such 
recommendations to the Central Government as deemed fit. 


Rule 2 (c)(iii) defines an interested party as," a producer of the like article in India or a trade 
and business association a majority of the members of which produce the like article in India." 


The NIP of the domestic industry has been determined by the Authority by adopting the data 
submitted in the original investigations, proportionate increase in the cost of production in line 
with the industry as a whole in respect of M/s Century^idca Ltd. 
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K. CONCLUSION ON INJURY 

6. In view of the foregoing the Authority concludes that> 

(a) the quantum of imports from the subject countries have increased in absolute terms (by 
4.8% in POI over 1999-00); ^\iule demand has increased by 6.98% in the POI over 1998-99, 
imports fixDm the subject countries have increased by 1.58% only in the POI as compared with 
1998-99; the share of the imports ftom the subject countries as a percent of total imports has 
gone down gradually from 87.18% in the year 1998-99 to 81.05% during the period of 
investigation; 

(b) the market share of the petitioner has gone down; however the increase in imports has 
been comparatively less than the decline in sales volume of the petitioners; 

(d) imports from the subject countries have not undercut the prices of the domestic industry 
and are largely at prices above the non-injurious price of the domestic industry. 


The Authority therefore concludes that the material injury to the domestic industry is not due 
to imports of the subject goods from the subject countries. 

7. Duty less than dumping margin;- 

The Authority has carefully evaluated the injury caused to the domestic industry on account of 
dumping of NTCF and has determined the amoimt of injury margin. For this purpose, the 
Authority has compared the non-injurious selling price of the domestic industry with the 
landed value of imports from the subject countries. The Authority observed that the injury 
margin was largely negative. ' 

L. Causal Link 

The Authority notes that the quantum of imports from the subject countries have increased 
in absolute terms by 4.8% in the POI over 1999-00. While demand has increas.ed by 6.98% 
in the POI over 1998-99, imports from the subject countries have increased by only 1.58% 
in the POI as compared with 1998-99. The share of the imports from the subject countries as 
a percentage of total imports has gone down gradually from 87.18% in the year 1998-99 to 
81.05% during the period of investigation. The Authority notes that the increase in imports 
in the POI is significantly less than the decline in sales volumes of the petitioner. Thus the 
dumped imports from the subject countries had no volume effect on the domestic industry. 

In examining the price effect, that is, whether the dumped imports have signific^mtly 
undercut the price of the like product in India, the Authority notes that the landed value of 
NTCF from Indonesia, South Korea, Thailand and Taiwan has been significantly higher 
than the net selling price of the petitioner during the period of investigation. Therefore the 
question of price undercutting or material injury to the petitioner from the said imports does 
not arise. The Authority therefore holds that the material injury to the domestic industry has 
not been caused by the dumped imports from the subject countries. 
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8. FINALFINDINGS:- 

The Authority after considering the foregoing, concludes that: 

(a) NTCF originating in or exported from Indonesia, South Kcwea, Thailand and Taiwan 
has been exported to India below normal value, resulting in dumping; 

(b) the domestic industry has suffered injury to the extent that they have suffered losses; 
however direct losses per unit of sale have declined in the POI as compared to 98-99; 

(c) however, no causal link could be established between the injury suffered by the domestic 
industry and the dumped imports from the subject countries. 

9. Landed value of imports for the purpose shall be the assessable value as determined by 
Customs under the Customs Act, 1962 and all duties of customs except duties levied under 
Sections 3, 3 A, 8B, 9 and 9A of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 

10. In view of the above and as a result of this review investigation, the Designated 
Authority considers it necessary to recommend discontinuance of the anti-dumping duties 
recommended earlier vide Final Findings No. 31/1/1998- ADD dated 22/2/2000 and imposed 
on all imports of Nylon Tyre Cord Fabric classified under Customs Sub heading 5902.10.00 
of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 being the subject matter of this investigation, originating in 
or exported from Indonesia, Korea, Thailand and Taiwan. 

11. An appeal against this order shall lie before the Customs, Excise and Gold (Control) 
Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the Act, supra. 


L.V. SAPTHARISHI, Designated Authority 
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